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for the construction of a railroad; and into the | 
expediency of granting to the said company a pre- | 
emption right for nine hundred and sixty acres of | 
land on the shores of the Gulf of Mexico, within 
the parish of Plaquemine, Louisiana, on which | 
a depot and other improvements of the company | 
may be located. 1] 

On motion of Mr. HAMER, | 

Resolved, That the Committee on Invalid Pen- || 
sions be directed to inquire into the expediency of 1 
allowing a pension to Emanuel Shroufe, a soldier || 
of Captain Elvain’s company, in the 19th regi- 
ment, during the late war with Great Britain, for 
wounds received in the service of the Government; 
and that his proofs and papers be referred to that 
Committee. 

On motion of Mr. E. WHITTLESEY, | 

Resolved, Thatthe Committee dn Revolutionary | 
Pensions be instructed to inquire into the expe- || 
diency of allowing Edward Evans a pension for || 
the time stated in his application, and which the | 
Commissioner of Pensions has allowed in part. | 


On motion of Mr. GARLAND, of Louisiana, | 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary || 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of || 
authorizing the appointment of a judge for the | 
western district of Louisiana. 

On motion of Mr. CARTER, 

Resolved, That the Committee on Invalid Pen- | 
sions be instructed to inquire into the expediency | 
of allowing Jacob Kindrick, of Tennessee, a pen- | 
sion for revolutionary services. Also, of allowing | 
James Simmons, of Washington county, Tennes- | 
see, an invalid soldier of the last war, a pension. 
Also, of allowing Daniel McNair, Pigedn-in-the- 
water, and James C. Martin, soldiers in the last | 
war, of the Cherokee nation, pensions under the 
14th article of the treaty between the United States | 
and the Cherokee nation. 


On motion of Mr. FOWLER, 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office | 
and Post Roads be requested to inquire into the | 
expediency of establishing a mail route from Be- 
vans to Benville, in the county of Sussex, and 
State of New Jersey. 


On motion of Mr. LEONARD, 

Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of direct- 
ing a survey of the valley of the Susquehanna 
river, from the northern termination of the North 
Branch Canal of Pennsylvania, to the southern 
termination of the Chenango Canal, in the State 
of New York; and also from the northern termin- 
ation of the first mentioned canal, to the southern | 
termination of the Chemung Canal, in New York, | 
aforesaid. 

On motion of Mr. DENNY, 

Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of | 
making appropriations for the erection ofa national | 
hospital at Pittsburg, Pennsylvania, and also for 
placing buoys to designate the channel in certain | 
parts of the Ohio river. 

On motion of Mr. RUSSELL, 

Resolved, That the acting Secretary of War be 
requested to communicate to this House the report 
made to the department, of the plan for improving | 
the harbor at White Hall, in the State of New | 
York, with the map accompanying the same. 

On motion of Mr. GRANGER, | 

Resolved, That the Committee on Invalid Pen-| 
sions be instructed to inquire into the expediency | 
of placing the name of Otis Pierce upon the list | 
of invalid pensioners, and that the documents | 
supporting his claim be referred to said committee. | 


On motion of Mr. McKAY, : 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed | 
to furnish the House with a detailed statement of | 
the several officers of the Army who, at any time | 
during the year 1836, have been employed on any 
service or business whatever, which separated | 
them from their respective regiments and corps, 
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|| five years. 


| sent in their resignations, in such manner as will 


| join their regiments or stations, or immediately 


| following; which was disagreed to: 
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ment; the places where employed; the commence- 
ment and termination of such service; at whose 
instance employed; if employed in the service of 
corporate companies or individuals, the same to 
be specified; and, also, that he state the time which 
each of said officers may have performed military 
duty with his regiment or corps during the last 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed 
to furnish the House with a list of the captains 
and lieutenants who, during the year 1836, have 





show where and how each were employed at the 
time; and that he specify the dates of acceptance; 
and, also, that he state what officers, if any, have 
tendered their resignations on receiving orders to | 


after having first complied with the orders; and, | 
also, the time which each captain and subaltern 
so resigned, may have served with his company 
during the last five years. 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed 
to furnish this House with a detailed statement, | 
showing, according to the monthly returns, the | 


number of companies of the different corps of the || 


Army that have been operating during the past 
year against the Creeks and Seminoles, together 


with the number and grade of commissioned offi- || 


cers that have been performing military duty with 
them. 


_On motion of Mr. CLAIBORNE, of Missis- 
sippi, 
Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary 





be instructed to inquire into the expediency of || 


establishing a separate Federal or District court 
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term of said supreme court, or which have since 


arisen in said supreme court, and which are cog- 
nizable by said district court. 


On motion, the House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Tvuespay, February 14, 1837. 


A message was received from the President of 
the United States, by ANprew Jackson, Jr., Esq., 


| his Private Secretary, in compliance with a reso- 


lution of the Senate, transmitting certain docu- 
ments in relation to the forcible seizure of certain 
slaves by the authorities of the Island of Bermuda, 
| which were passengers in an American vessel that 
put into that port in distress; and, 

On motion of Mr. CALHOUN, the message and 


_ documents were ordered to be printed. 


Mr. TIPTON presented two petitions from sun- 
dry citizens of Indiana, praying for an appropria- 
tion for the construction of a harbor at the mouth 


| of the river St. Josephs; which was referred to the 


in the State of Mississippi, to be composed of the | 


northern counties, and to be held at some central 
or suitable point within the same. 


Mr. CLAIBORNE, of Mississippi, offered the 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Public 
Lands be instructed to inquire into the expediency 


of granting to the State of Mississippi, and to each | 


of the new States and Territories, ten townships 
of land, to be located in their respective limits, in 


quantities not less than one quarter section, to be | 


sold under the direction of their several Legisla- 
tures, and to constitute a fund for the payment of 


| an annual sum of one hundred and fifty dollars to 





all citizens of the aforesaid States or Territories 
respectively who were in actual service, on the 
frontiers or elsewhere, during the Revolution, and 
who were excluded from a pension under the ex- 


ment of a like sum to all persons, citizens as afore- 
said, who can establish that they were in actual 


applied to internal improvements, or the support 
of free schools, in the said States or Territories 
respectively under the direction of their Legisla- 
tures as aforesaid. 


On motion of Mr. OWENS, 


structed to inquire into the expediency of dividing 
the State of Georgia into two judicial districts, 

On motion of Mr. GHOLSON, 

Resolved, That the Committee on Military Af- 


session of Congress. 


On motion of Mr. CRARY, 
Resolved, That the Judiciary Committee be in- 


of the former Territory of Michigan, to the dis- 
trict court of the United States for the State of 
Michigan, and for giving said district court full 


in such manner as will show the kind of employ-'' power to try all causes continued over at the last 





isting laws of the United States; and for the pay- | 


|| service and were disabled during the late war. | 
The surplus of such fund, if any there be, to be | 


Committee on Commerce. 


On motion of Mr. HUBBARD, the Committee 
on Claims was discharged from the further con- 
sideration of the petition of E. and W. H. Smith. 


Mr. NORVELL presented the petition of J. J. 
Godfroy and Peter Godfroy, praying the passage 
| of a law to enable them to locate one section of land 
from among any-lands belonging to the United 
States, remaining unsold in Michigan; which was 
referred to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 

Mr. ROBINSON, from the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads, reported a bill to 
authorize the transmission by mail, free of postage, 
| of certain documents, and for other purposes; 


'| which was read, and ordered to a second reading. 


(| On motion of Mr. TIPTON, the Committee on 


| Claims was discharged from the further consider- 
ation of the petition of Peter Bardy. 


THE CUMBERLAND ROAD. 


On motion of Mr. HENDRICKS, the Senate 
took up the bill for the continuation of the Cum- 
berland road in the States of Ohio, Indiana, and 
Illinois—yeas 23, nays 10. 

Mr. NORVELL moved to amend the bill by 
adding an appropriation of dollars, for the 
continuation of the road iy Michigan; and after 
a debate, in which Messrs® NORVELL, HEN- 
|| DRICKS, LINN,;PRESTON ALYON, TIPTON, 

and EWING, of Ohio, took part, the amendment 
| was rejected—yeas 9, nays 27; as follows: 
| YEAS—Messrs. Clay, King of Alabama, King 
| of Georgia, Lyon, McKean, Norvell, Parker, 
|} Preston, and Swift—9. 
| NAYS—Messrs. Bayard, Benton, Black, Clay- 
ton, Cuthbert, Ewing of Illinois, Ewing of Ohio, 
|| Fulton, Hendricks, Hubbard, Knight, Linn, Mor- 





|| ris, Page, Robbins, Robinson, Sevier, Southard, 


| 


Resolved, That the Judiciary Committee be in- | 


structed to inquire into the expediency of provid- | r ; ' 
ing by law for the transfer of the necessary papers, | Alabama, King of Georgia, Knight, Lyon, 
recognizances, cases, &c., from the supreme court | Kean, Moore, 


| Strange, Tallmadge, Tipton, Tomlinson, Walker, 
Wall, White, and Wright—27. 

Mr. CLAY moved to amend by striking out 
the second section of the bill, creating four super- 
intendents of the road, each with two assistants; 
|, which motion he supported by a few remarks. 
| Mr. HENDRICKS opposed the motion. 


‘| Mr. TIPTON moved to amend the second sec- 


| 
| 
i 


fairs be instructed to inquire into the expediency || tion by providing that the appointments of the 
'| of establishing a depot of arms at Vicksburg, in || superintendents shall be made by and with the 
the State of Mississippi; and also an arsenal at |! advice and consent of the Senate; which motion 
or near Columbia, Mississippi, near the Alabama || was agreed to. 

State line, in pursuance of a memorial of the Legis- || 
lature of the State of Mississippi, presented at the || tion; and, after some remarks from Messrs. PRES- 


The question then recurred on Mr. Ciay’s mo- 


| TON, CLAY, and HENDRICKS, the amend- 
ment was agreed to—yeas 26, nays 17; as follows: 

| YEAS—Méssrs. Bayard, Black, Brown, Cal- 
houn, Clay, Clayton, Cuthbert, Kent, — of 

Mce- 


orvell, Parker, Prentiss, Preston, 
, Spence, Strange, Swift, Tom- 


|| Rives, Southard 


| linson, Walker, and White—26. oy 
NAYS—Messrs. Benton, Ewing of Illinois, 
| Ewing of Ohio, Fulton, Hendricks, Hubbard, 


| 
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Linn, Morris, Nicholas, Niles, Robbins, Robin- || YEAS—Messrs. Black, Brown, Calhoun, King || Pensions, reported a bill for the relief of Hiram 


son, Sevier, Tallmadge, Tipton, Wall, and 
W right—17. 

Mr. CLAY then submitted the following amend- 
ment: 

Provided, That said road in Illinois shall not be 
stoned or graveled unless it can be done at a cost | 
not greater than the average cost of stoning and | 
graveling (he same road in Ohio and Indiana. | 


After some remarks from Messrs. EWING, of | 
Illinois, and CLAY, the amendment was agreed 
to. 

Mr. PRESTON then said, he proposed to move 
a series of amendments, for the purpose of cutting 
down the appropriations in this bill; and, after 
some remarks, moved, first, to reduce the appro- | 
priation for the road in Indiana from $150,000 to | 
$50,000. 

Messrs. HENDRICKS, TIPTON, and BEN- 
TON opposed the motion, and it was supported | 
by Messrs. WALKER and CLAY, after which, | 

Mr. NORVELL moved to lay the bill and 
amendments on the table; which motion was re- 
jected—yeas 15, nays 26; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Black, Brown, Calhoun, Hub- 
bard, King of Alabama, King of Georgia, Lyon, 
Norvell, Parker, Prentis® Preston, Ruggles, 
Strange, Walker, and White—15. 

NA YS—Messrs. Bayard, Benton ,Clay, Clay- 
ton, Cuthbert, Ewing of Illinois, Ewing of Ohio, 
Fulton, Grundy, Hendricks, Kent, Knight, Linn, 
Morris, Nicholas, Niles, Robbins, Robinson, 
Sevier, Southard, Spence, Swift, Tallmadge, Tip- | 

| 
| 





ton, Wall, and Wright—26. 


The question was then taken on Mr. Preston’s 
motion; and it was adopted—yeas 22, nays 17, as 
follows: 

YEAS—Meessrs. Bayard, Black, Brown, Cal- 
houn, Clay, Clayton, King of Alabama, King of | 
Georgia, Lyon, Niles, Norvell, Parker, Prentiss, | 
Preston, Rives, Ruggles, Southard, Spence, | 
Strange, Swift, Walker, Wall, and White—22. | 

NAYS—Messrs. Benton, Cuthbert, Ewing of 
Illinois, Ewing of Ohio, Fulton, Grundy, Hen- | 
dricks, Hubbard, Linn, Morris, Nicholas, Rob- | 
bins, Robinson, Sevier, Tallmadge, Tipton, and | 
Wright—17. 

Mr. PRESTON then moved to reduce the ap- 
propriation for the road in Ohio from $290,000 to | 
$90,000. 

After a debate in which Messrs. EWING of | 
Ohio, PRENTISS, LINN, ROBINSON, and 
NORVELL, took part, the amendment was agreed 
to—yeas 26, nays 19; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Bayard, Black, Brown, Cal- 
houn, Clay, Claytor?, Crittenden, Kent, King of | 


b. ae || 
Alabama, King of Georgia, Lyon, Moore, Niles, 


Norvell, Parker, Prentiss, Preston, Rives, Rug- 
e* Southard, Spence, Strange, Swift, Walker, 
all, and White—26. 

NAYS—Messrs. Benton, Cuthbert, Ewing of 
Illinois, Ewing of Ohio, Fulton, Grundy, Hen- 
dricks, Hubbard, Knight, Linn, Morris, Mouton, 
Nicholas, Robbins, Robinson, Sevier, Talimadge, 
Tipton, and Wright—19. 

On motion of Mr. PRESTON, the bill was 
further amended by reducing the appropriations 
for the road in Illinois to $130,000—yeas 25, nays | 
19; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Bayard, Black, Brown, Cal- 
houn, Clay, Clayton, Kent, King of Alabama, 
King of Georgia, Lyon, Moore, Niles, Norvell, 
Parker, Prentiss, Preston, Rives, Ruggles, South- 
ard, Spence, Strange, Swift, Walker, Wall, and 
W hite—25. 

NAYS—Meessrs. Benton, Cuthbert, Ewing of 
Illinois, Ewing of Ohio, Fulton, Grundy, Hen- 
dricks, Hubbard, Knight, Linn, Morris, Mouton, 
Nicholas, Robbins, Robinson, Sevier, ‘Tallmadge, 
=, and Wright—19. 

r. WALKER moved to amend the bill by in- 
serting a proviso that no money appropriated in 
the bill shall be paid out of the Treasury until the 
two per cent. fund reserved from the sales of the 
public lands in Ohio, Indiana, and Illinois, shall 
amount to the sums appropriated in the bill. 

After a debate in which Messrs. WALKER, 
CLAY, EWING of Ohio, and HENDRICKS, 
took part, 

This amendment was rejected—yeas 16, nays 
27; aa follows: 





| | 


of Alabama, King of Georgia, Lyon, Moore, 
Norvell, Parker, Preston, Rives, Ruggles, Strange, 
Walker, Wall, and White—16. 
| NAYS—Messrs. Bayard, Benton, Clay, Clay- 
| ton, Crittenden, Cuthbert, Ewing of Illinois, Ew- 
| ing of Ohio, Fulton, Hendricks, Kent, Knight, 
Linn, Morris, Mouton, Nicholas, Niles, Robbins, 
Robinson, Sevier, Southard, Spence, Swift, Tall- 
madge, Tipton, Tomlinson, and Wright—27. 
Mr. NORVELL moved to amend the bill by 
striking out the proviso that the sum appropri- 
_ ated shall be refunded out of the two per cent. 
fund reserved for making roads in Ohio, Indiana, 
and Illinois; which motion was carried—yeas 22, 
| nays 16, as follows: 

EAS—Messrs. Bayard, Black, Brown, Cal- 
houn, Clay, Clayton, Crittenden, Cuthbert, King 
of Alabama, King of Georgia, Lyon, Moore, 
Mouton, Norvell, Parker, Preston, Rives, Rug- 
gles, Southard, Strange, Walker, and White—22. 

NAYS—Messrs. Benton, Ewing of Illinois, 
| Ewing of Ohio, Fulton, Grundy, Hendricks, 
Linn, Morris, Nicholas, Niles, Robinson, Se- 


vier, Swift, Tallmadge, Tipton, and Wright—16. || 


The bill was then reported to the Senate as 
amended; when, without taking any further ques- 
| tion, 


On motion of Mr. HENDRICKS, the Senate || 


adjourned. 


| 
| HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
| Tvuespay, February 14, 1837. 


Mr. JARVIS, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, reported a bill for the payment of certain 
pensions heretofore paid out of the privateer pen- 
sion fund; which was read twice and committed. 


Mr. REYNOLDS, of Illinois, from the Com- 


mittee on Roads and Canals, reported the follow- || 
ing resolution; which lies over one day for con- || 


sideration: 
Resolved, That the Secretary of War be in- 


| structed to cause surveys and examinations to be || 
made of Alleghany river, from Pittsburg to Olean; | 
| of the Illinois river, from its mouth to the termin- 


ation of the canal; and of the Kaskaskia river, 
from its mouth to Vandalia, the seat of Govern- 


|| ment of the State of Illinois, and report the same 


| to Congress. 


| Mr. HARD, from the Committee on Roads 
| and Canals, reported-a bill to provide for the con- 


| struction of the Niagara ship canal; which was | 


read twice, and committed to the Committee of the 
| Whole on the state of the Union. 
| Mr. UNDERWOOD, from the Committee on 
| Revolutionary Claims, reported a bill from the 


| Senate for the relief of Moses Van Kempen, with | 


| arecommendation that said bill do not pass; which 
| was committed. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG, from the Committee of 
| Ways and Means, moved that the ‘bill making 


| appropriations for the support of the Army for the | 


| year 1837,” returned from the Senate with amend- 
| ments, be committed to the Committee of the 


|| Whole on the state of the Union; which was 


agreed to. 


| Mr. CAMBRELENG, from the same com- 
| mittee, reported a bill making an appropriation 
for the suppression of Indian hostilities for the 

year 1837; which was read twice, and committed 
| to the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
| Union. 


Mr. GARLAND, of Virginia, from the Com- 


mentary to the act entitled an act for the reor- 
ganization of the department of Indian affairs, 


ae on Indian Affairs, reported a bill supple- || 


/and an act to regulate trade and intercourse with | 
| the Indian tribes, and preserve peace on the fron- | 


tier, (both approved the 30th of June, 1834;) and 
for other purposes; which was read twice, and 


state of the Union. 


Mr. HARDIN, from the Committee on the 
| Judiciary, reported Senate bill for the relief of 
| George F’. Strother, without amendment; which, 

on his motion, was ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading to-morrow. 


Mr. BEALE, from the Committee on Invalid 


committed to the Committee of the Whole on the || 


Sal; which was read twice and committed. 


|| Mr. McKIM, from the Committee of Ways 
and Means, reported a bill for the relief of the 

President and Directors of the Baltimore anq 

: : 

|| Susquehanna Railroad Company; which was reaq 

|| twice and committed. 


| Mr. WHITTLESEY, of Chio, from the Com. 

|| mittee of Claims, reported a bill for the relief of 
| E. W. Hale; which was read twice and commit. 
ted. 


Mr. WHITTLESEY, of Ohio, from the same 
|| committee, to which the subject had been referred, 
reported the following resolution; which was cop. 
(curred in: | 
Resolved, That the Committee of Claims be 
| discharged from the further consideration of the 
|| petition and papers of H. Grimm, and that the 
|| same be referred to the Third Auditor of the 
| Treasury, to decide under the feamees of the 
| act to provide for the payment of horses and other 
property lost and destroyed in the military service 
| of the United States. 


Mr. WHITTLESEY, of Ohio, from the same 

committee, to which had been referred the petition 
| of William Orr, reported the following resolution; 
| which was agreed to: 
Resolved, That the Committee of Claims be dis- 
| charged from the further consideration of the peti- 
| tion of William Orr, and that the same be referred 
to the Secretary of War. 


Mr. FRY, from the Committee on Revolution- 
ary Pensions, reported a bill granting a pension 
to Conrad Widrig, of the State of New York. 


Mr. FRY, from the same committee, made 
unfavorable reports upon the application of Henr 
|S. Halley, of Virginia, and Ichabod Randolph, of 
ee which were ordered to lie upon the 
table. 

Mr. JANES, from the same committee, reported 
| a bill granting a pension to Elizabeth Case, widow 

of James Case, deceased; which was read twice, 
| and committed. 


Mr. JANES, from the same committee, also 
reported a bill granting a pension to Frederick 
| Hill; which was read twice and committed. 
| Mr. THOMSON, of Ohio, from the Committee 
| on Military Affairs, reported Senate bill, without 
| amendment, for the relief of Caroline E. Clitherall 
'| (Mr. T. stated that the committee were equally 
|| divided on the propriety of agreeing to this claim, 
and they thought it best to leave it to the House.] 
\| The bill was committed. 

_ Mr. THOMSON, of Ohio, from the same con- 

| mittee, also reported a bill for the relief of Anna 
|| S. Heileman; which was read twice and com- 
|| mitted. 











||. Mr. STORER, from the Committee on Revo- 
| lutionary Pensions, reported a bill for the relief of 
ones Peck; which was read twice and commit- 
ted. 

Mr. COLES, from the Committee on Military 
Affairs, reported, with an amendment, Senate bill 
for the payment of the Vermont militia, for ser- 
vices at the battle of Plattsburg; which was read 
twice and committed. 

Mr. CONNOR, from the Committee on the 
| Post Office and Post Roads, reported a bill to 
rovide for additional clerks in the Post Office 
epartment, in the Auditor’s office therein, and 
| for other purposes; which was read twice, and 
committed to the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union. 

Mr. WARD, from the Committee on Military 
| Affairs, reported, without amendment, the i! 
| from the Senate for the relief of the heirs of Gen- 
eral William Eaton; which was committed. 


Mr. W. also, from the select committee on the 
Public Buildings, reported a bill making appro- 
priations for the pnblic buildings, public grounds, 
and for other purposes; which was read twice and 
committed to the Committee of the Whole on te 
state of the Union. 


Mr. W. also, from the same committee, re- 
ported a bill for the relief of the Columbia Insti- 
tute; which was read twice and committed. 

Mr. STORER, from the select committee to 
whom the memorial had been referred, reported 
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a bill for the relief of the legal representatives of 
Captain Joshua Huddy; which was read twice 
end committed. 


Mr. E. WHITTLESEY, from the Committee 
of Claims, made unfavorable reports on the peti- 
tions of Charles Waldron, John R. Williams, W. 
G. Sanders, J. Houreman, Samuel Cozard, and 
Oliver H. Perry, son of Samuel Perry; which re- 

orts were severally ordered to lie on the table, 
and be printed. ' 

Mr. W., from the same committee, made an 
unfavorable report on the memorial of G. L. Phil- 
lips and others, officers of General Hernandez’s 
brigade, Florida militia; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 


Mr. CRANE, from the Committee on Revolu- 
tionary Pensions, made an unfavorable report on 
the petition of Elizabeth Brunner, widow of Jacob 
Brunner; and the same was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

On motion of Mr. HUNTSMAN, the Commit- 
tee on Private Land Claims was discharged from 
the further consideration of the petition of Bene 
Trudeau; and it was ordered to lie on the table. 


Mr. E. WHITTLESEY, from the Committee 
of Claims, made an unfavorable report on the 
memorial of the inhabitants of St. Augustine, 
Florida, praying compensation for expenses, &c., 
on fortifications; which report was ordered to lie 
on the table. 


following resolution; which was agreed to: 
Resolved, That the Committee of Claims be dis- 


charged from the further consideration of the | 
papers of Harry Wilton, and that the same be | 
referred to the Third Auditor for settlement under | 


the act to provide for the payment of horses and 
other property lost or destroyed in the military 
service of the United States. 


Mr. DOUBLEDAY, from the Committee on 
Pensions, made unfavorable reports on the peti- 
tions of Catharine Lowe, John Manning, Jedediah 
Skinner, and Mathew Canning; which were sev- 
erally ordered to lie on the table. 


Mr. S. WILLIAMS, fromthe same committee, 
made unfavorable reports on the petitions of Dan- 
iel Madding and Sutherland Maysfield; which 
were ordered to lie on the table. 

On motion of Mr. S. WILLIAMS, the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions was discharged from 
the further consideration of the petition of Joseph 
Sapp; and the petition was ordered to lie on the 
table. 


‘ Mr. BEALE, from the same committee, made | 


unfavorable reports on the petitions of Gideon 
Sheldon and Leonard Jarvis; and the same were 
ordered to lie on the table. 


Mr. McKIM, from the Committee of Ways 


n v e i- | ; eee RE se 
ond SRANNS. MAGS BAT eiesee Sepente 08 the Eee || that State in maintaining jurisdiction over that 


tions of Richard Clay and James Lowell; and the 
same were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. JANES, from the Committee on Revolu- 
tionary Pensions, made an unfavorable report on 
the petition of Barnet Hagerman; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

On motion of Mr. HUNTSMAN, the Com- 
mittee on Private Land Claims was discharged 


from the further consideration of the memorial of 
John Horton and others, praying Congress to | 
pass a law protecting them in certain entries which | 
they made of the Government lands; and the same | 


was ordered to lie on the table. 


on Revolutionary Pensions was discharged from 


the further consideration of the petitions of Robert | 
Beach, James Jack, and Jesse Bailey; and the 


a aag were severally ordered to lie on the 
table. 


Mr. STORER, from the Committee on Revo- 


lutionary Pensions, made unfavorable reports on | 
the petitions of John Nicholas and John Curtis; | 


which were ordered to lie on the table. 


On motion of Mr. JARVIS, the Committee on | 
aval Affairs was discharged from the consider- | 
ation of the memorial of the Boston Chamber of | 
Commerce, for vessels to be stationed on the At- || of Mr. WARD, ordered to lie on the table and be | 
lantic coast; also, the petition of John R. Jenkins; 
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and the same was referred to the Secretary of the 
Navy. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD, from the Committee on 
Revolutionary Claims, made unfavorable reports 
on the petitions of John Waters and Levi Todd; 
which were ordered to lie on the table and be 
printed. 

Mr. GARLAND, from the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs, made unfavorable reports on the 
memorial of the Apache nation of Indians; also, 
the petition of Richard Brannin; which were or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

Mr. HOAR, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, made an unfavorable report on the peti- 
tion of Abraham Story; which was ordered to lie 
on the table and be printed. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee, asked leave of 
the House to introduce a resolution regulating the 
duties of the Clerk of the House. He said that 
it was usual for the Clerk, under general orders 
of the House, for printing documents or other 
papers, to cause to be printed plats and maps, 
which cost annually some ten or fifieen thousand 
dollars, and which were of no use to the House or 
public, and often printed without the wish of even 
the members presenting such papers to the House. 
To correct this evil, he asked leave to offer the 
following resolution: 

Resolved, That the Clerk of the House be, and 


| he is hereby, directed to have printed no map or 


p || plat, under any general order of the House for 
Mr. W., also, from the same committee, to | 


which this subject had been referred, reported the |' 


printing documents or papers, and not without a 
special order of the House for that purpose. 

The House refused to receive the resolution at 
that time. 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Virginia, moved a suspen- 


| sion of the rule for the purpose of submitting the 


following resolution: 

Resolved, That on Thursday, the 23d instant, 
at two o’clock, p. m., the House will resolve itself 
into the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union on the following bills, viz: No. 353, 
entitled a bill to extend the provisions of an act 
entitled ‘‘ An act supplementary to an act for the 


|| relief of certain surviving officers and soldiers of 
|| the Revolution,” approved 7th June, 1832; and a 
|| bill granting an additional quantity of land to sat- 
| isfy Virginia military land warrants. 

| The motion of Mr. J. was disagreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 
The following message, in writing, was received 


|| from the President of the United States, by the 
| hands of his Private Secretary, ANDREW Jackson, 


| Jr., Esq.: 


I herewith transmit to the House of Represent- 
atives a letter, addressed to me, on the 30th ult., 


lature of that Commonwealth, and claiming the 
reimbursement of certain expenses incurred by 


portion of its territory north of the 45th degree 


| 
| 
| communicating several resolutions of the Legis- 
| 
of north latitude, known by the name of the In- 
| 


|| dian Stream, under circumstances explained in 


| his Excellency’s letter. 


Wasnincron, February 14, 1837. 


The message having been read, was, with the 
accompanying documents, on motion of Mr. 


| ANDREW JACKSON. 


|| HOWARD, referred to the Committee on For- 


eign Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


The following message from the President of 
| the United States was also received at the same 


|| time: 
On motion of Mr. LUKE LEA, the Committee | 


To the House of Representatives: 
| [transmit herewith a copy of the instructions 
prepared, under my direction, by the War: De- 
artment, for the commissioners appointed by me, 
in pursuance of the request contained in the reso- 
| lution adopted by the House of Representatives 
on the Ist of July last, to investigate the cause of 
the hostilities then existing with the Creek In- 
dians; and also copies of the reports on that sub- 
ject received from the commissioners. 
ANDREW JACKSON. 
Wasuincton February 14, 1837. 
The message having been read, was, on motion 





printed. 


‘| been actually received into the service. 
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APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


On motion of Mr. CAMBRELENG, the House 
resolved itself into the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, (Mr. Parton in the 
chair,) for the purpose of proceeding to the con- 
sideration of the annual appropriation bills—that 
for the naval service pending. 


ARMY BILL. 


Mr. CAMBRELENG hoped the committee 
would, before proceeding to the Navy bill, take up 
the bill making appropriations for the support of 
the Army, and concur in the amendments of the 
Senate to that bill, the principal amendment being 
for the pay of the Tennessee volunteers. 

He moved that the bill be taken up; which was 
accordingly done. 

After some remarks by Messrs. CARTER and 
WHITTLESEY, 

Mr. GRAVES moved an amendment to the 
bill, appropriating $75,000 for the payment of the 
expenses of the Kentucky volunteers, who were 
called out under the orders of General Gaines, and 
received into the service of the United States, but 
were immediately discharged. 

Mr. GRAVES advocated his amendment at 
some length, and pointed out the obvious injus- 
tice there would be in drawing any line of distinc- 
tion between men having equal claims upon the 
gratitude or consideration of the country; and 
pointed out the identity between the Tennessee 
and Kentucky volunteers. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee, said he re- 
gretted that the gentleman from Kentucky had 
thought it necessary to throw any impediment in 
the way of the passage of the bill. The volunteers 
provided for in this bill had been mustered by an 
officer of the United States, and received into the 
public service, and the muster-rolla returned to 
the War Department, and as such were entitled 
to their pay as much as the regular soldiers in the 
Army of the United States. He was not averse 
to the payment of the volunteers from Kentucky— 


| very far from it; they should be paid, and will 


be paid; but he apprehended that the distinction 
taken by the chairmanof the Committee of Claims 
between the class of cases provided for in this 
bill, and the class proposed to be provided for in 


|| the amendment of the gentleman trom Kentucky, 
|| merited the attention of the committee. 
| class had not been received and mustered into the 
| service of the United States by an officer of the 
| United States, nor hada muster-roll been returned. 


The latter 


If provision for their payment is now to be made, 
it must be a gross sum, leaving it to the judgment 


|| of the paying officers to decide who were entitled 


and who were not entitled. In the former case, 
the troops were mustered and organized under the 
laws of the United States, and would be paid as 
such. In the latter case, they were organized, he 


| presumed, under the laws of Kentucky, which 
| might be altogether different from that required 


by the laws of the United States. Before any 
appropriation could be, therefore, properly made, 
he apprehended the rolls of the several companies 
should be examined at the War Department, and 
estimates furnished by that department. These 


| volunteers ought, as he had before said, to be 


paid, and no doubt would be. But can we do it 
now safely? The Kentucky volunteers are left 
upon the same footing with the Tennessee volun- 
teers, similarly situated, to be provided for here- 
after, when proper information is received at the 
department; and he understood that there was 
perhaps as large a number not received into the 
service of the United States as those who had 
Mr. J. 
expressed a hope that the present bill might be 
permitted to pass. None doubted the correctness 


| of paying those provided for in this bill, and he 
| did not think s ought to be delayed for the 
| want of proper information in relation to the other 


class, no doubt equally as meritorious as those 
provided for in this bill; and when information 
shall be received which will enable us to act un- 
derstandingly upon the subject, he would cheer- 


fully give his support also to that class. 


After some further remarks -by Messrs. E. 
WHITTLESEY, CHAMBERS, of Kentucky, 
and CARTER; 

Mr. CARTER moved an amendment to the 


‘| amendment providing that those volunteers of 
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Tennessee, who were called out and mustered at 
Athens, should be indemnified, by paying them 
three months’ pay. 

After some remarks from Messrs. FRENCH, 
CAMBRELENG, WHITTLESEY, and 
GRAVES, 

Mr. CLAIBORNE, of Mississippi, moved the 
following amendment to the amendment of Mr. 
Graves: “And that a like sum of $75,000 be 
appropriated for the payment of the Mississippi 
volunteers.”’ 

Mr. C. said that, at a very earl period of the 
present session, a gentleman from" ennessee (Mr. 
Suierps} had offered a resolution providing for 
the payment of the Tennessee volunteers. He 
(Mr. C.) had moved a modification of the resolu- 
tion, so as to include those citizens of Mississippi 
who had volunteered under the requisition of 
General Gaines. The resolution, so amended, 
went to a committee; and here is a bill providing 
for the payment of the one, to the utter exclusion 
of the other. It was a distinction which he did 
not understand. It wore the appearance of an 
indignity; and would be so construed by his con- 
stituents. He wished to know why this dis- 


crimination had been made—upon what grounds? || 


Mr. Chairman, (said Mr. C.,) when that requi- 

sition was made, from eight hundred to a thousand 
oung men flew to the standard of your country, 
They were citizens of the first respectability, but 
most of them without fortunes; many of them 
pawned all that they had of earthly property, to 
equip themselves for service; others were supplied 
by the liberality of their fellow-citizens; my col- 
league himself, sir, raised, upon his own credit, 
upwards of three thousand dollars, and marched 
at the head of a gallant troop, who panted for an 
Opportunity to imitate the deeds of their fathers 
on the field of battle. Other bands, officered by 
oung and chivalrous spirits, went from Winston, 

antes Yellobusha, Lowndes, and other coun- 
ties, and they marched under banners consecrated 
by the hands of women, and blessed with the 
benedictions of the lovely and the gifted. They 
were received into service; they made enormous 
personal and pecuniary sacrifices to obey your 
call; they would have harvested as much honor 
in the conflict, if it had come, as the volunteers of 
any other State; they were disbanded against 
their own consent, and to their universal disap- 
pointment; and I now demand for them the same 
compensation which is provided for others by this 
bill. 1 demand it, sir, as an act of justice, not as 
@ charity. We scorn your charity; we scorn all 
your bribes, whether they come in the shape of 
appropriations or benefactions; but I demand 
payment to those patriotic volunteers, for the 
expenses and privations they incurred. 

Sir, (said Mr. C.,) 1 am interposing no obstacle 
to the passage of this bill. 1 will vote for it in 
any form. If any State in this Confederacy has 
strong claims upon the consideration of the coun- 
try, it is the State of Tennessee. Her achieve- 
ments on the battle-field have burnished our 
national banner with imperishable renown. His- 
tory can never forget them. She has produced, 
too, a statesman, who, after having rendered the 
most preéminent services to the cause of constitu- 
tional liberty, is about to retire from his exalted 
station with more of the admiration of the world, 
with more of the confidence and affection of the 
people, with more of those qualities that secure an 


undying fame, than any one now living—a name, | 


sir, that stands now, and for after centuries will 
stand, a beacon for the soldiers of freedom, 
wherever human rights are violated, or man op- 
pressed: 

** A light, a landmark on the cliffs of fame.” 

Sir, (continued Mr. C.,) | appeal from the com- 
mittee who reported this bill to the House, for 
justice. I appeal, in the names of the volunteers 
of Mississippi and Kentucky, whose claims have 
just been so ably and eloquently advocated by my 
friends from that State, {Messrs. Graves, Cuam- 
BERS, and Unpenwoop.} | appeal to the Ten- 
nessee Representatives themselves, who are ready 
on every occasion to vindicate, with distinguished 
ability, the rights and honor of their constituents, 
Under existing circumstances, this appropriation 
may not be made for the volunteers of Kentucky 
and Mississippi. He did not know whether he 
should ever again be honored with a place in this 





! F i . f 
House; he might soon himself become an example | 


| but he gave notice to the committee, that whether 
he was here to assert the rights of his constituents, | 
or whether they should send a more eloquent | 
advocate, this claim would be pressed, would be | 
insisted upon, until justice should be rendered, | 

Mr. WHITTLESEY, of Ohio, explained in 
reply to Mr. Ciaiporne, that the committee had 
applied to the War Department, and had received 
for answer that no returns or muster-roll had been 
transmitted to the department by the proper 
officer in Mississippi; and until those returns were | 
made, the committee could not act in the case of 
the Mississippi volunteers, They had no data 
at all toact upon. The fault was not with the 
committee, but with the State authorities. 

After some further remarks by Messrs. AL- 
FORD, BELL, CAM BRELENG, WHITTLE- 
SEY, CHILTON ALLAN, and LAWLER, 

Mr. GRAVES modified his amendment, so as | 

_to make an appropriation for all volunteers who 
had turned out and been accepted by the Govern- 
ors of the different States, under the call for vol- 
unteers by General Gaines. 

Mr. DUNLAP said: Mr. Chairman, the Sen- 
ate’s amendment only appropriates money that 

| is due to the volunteers of ennessee, who were 
mustered into service and immediately discharged. | 
The act of 1836 provides that all those volunteers | 
who entered the service of the United States | 
should be paid for six months’ clothing, and that 

| Sum is due immediately on their entering into the | 
service. This amendment only appropriates the 
amount due those volunteers. The amendment 
of the gentleman from Kentucky provides for only 
one other class of volunteers, to wit: those who 
were received by the Goveynors of Kentucky and 
Mississippi, but were not mustered into service 
by an officer of the United States. There is, sir, 
another class of volunteers equally meritorious. 





I mean, sir, those who marched to the place of 
rendezvous under the proclamation of the Govern- | 
ors of the different States, and were not received | 
either by the United States officer or the Gov- 
ernor. ‘This latter class of volunteers marched 
from the portion of Tennessee | reside in, to 
Fayetteville, in the middle part of the State, at | 
least one hundred and fifty miles; they paid their 


own expenses, had to furnish themselves with I] 


rations while at the place of rendezvous, as the | 
| Governor did not furnish rations to any but those | 
received into the service. 
| Now, sir, I cannot see that there is any differ- | 
ence between paying those who were received into 
the service and immediately discharged, and those | 
who tendered their services at the place of ren- | 
dezvous; all were clothed and equipped for a six | 
or twelve months’ campaign, one class are pro- 
vided for who received pay for six months’ cloth- | 
_ing, while those who paid their own expenses 
received nothing. | 
Mr. Chairman, it will be a very difficult thing 
to satisfy those gallant volunteers that there is 
| any difference in their claims on this Government. 


Gentleman may draw their distinctions here, but || 


they will be considered elsewhere distinctions 
without a difference. I know, sir, that many 
men from my district, who volunteered their Sere 
| vices, went to the expense of purchasing horses 
to ride the campaign, and when they returned 
home, were glad to sell, by losing from thirty to 
fifty dollars in the price of the horse. 
I have drawn up an amendment to the gentle- 
man’s amendment, which [ ask him to receive as | 


a modification to his amendment. It provides for || 


the payment of all those who offered their services | 
to the United States in any of the States, under 
the proclamations of the respective Governors of 
the States, the same pay as those who were mus- 
tered into service and immediately discharged. 

| This, sir, will be some com ensation, though not 

/as much as will indemni y them for the loss 

they sustained; it places all the volunteers on an 
| equality. 

| After some further remarks by Messrs. GLAS- 
| COCK, GRAVES, DAWSON, GRENNELL.. | 

| HAYNES, DUNLAP, HOLSEY, and MER. | 
CER, 

| Mr. CARTER withdrew his amendment. 

i 





Mr. LAWLER moved to amend the amend- 
ment of Mr. Graves, by including the volun- 
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| teers of Alabama, mustered at Mount Vernon a 
| of the evanescent and fleeting nature of popularity; | that State. ; 


| approving any increase in the surveying or ey. 
| ploring expedition, authorized by the act of June, 


| this important expedition. 





| adjourn. 








| lution on the table. 





February 15, 











Mr. GRAVES then modified his amendmen; 
by inserting the sum of $100,000, which he 
thought would cover the amount necessary, 

Before taking the question, on motion ‘of Mr 
CAMBRELENG, the bill was laid aside, and 
the committee resumed the consideration of the 

NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Being the ‘bill making appropriations for the 
naval service for the year 1837.” 

The question pending, was the motion of Mr 
Jarvis, to reduce the item for the pay of the off. 
cers and seamen of the Navy $150,000. 

Mr. JARVIS modified his amendment, by re. 
ducing the amount $51,118, as that was the differ. 
ence between the cost of sending and not Sending 
a frigate. 

Mr. J. also made a further modification of his 
amendment, by adding a proviso to the Clause 
that nothing contained in this, or any other appro. 
priation should be considered as authorizing op 









































1836. 

Mr. J. addressed the House at some length, 
going into a variety of statements, to show the 
entire impracticability of sending out a frigate on 
this expedition. All the documents referred to, 
went to show that vessels not exceeding two hun. 
dred tons were best calculated to carry through 





















Mr. CAMBRELENG implored gentlemen Not 
to enter into a lengthy discussion of the mere 
matter, as to whether a frigate was or was Not to 
be sent out on this expedition, because it might 
be | gerenps though he did not apprehend it hin. 
self, that in a few weeks this frigate would be 
wanting in the Gulf of Mexico. 

On motion of Mr. PEARCE, of Rhode Island, 
the committee rose and reported. 

The SPEAKER having resumed the chair, 

Mr. VANDERPOEL moved that the House 



























r. CAMBRELENG called for the yeas and 
nays; which were ordered, and were—yeas 33, 
nays 68. 

Soa majority of those present refused to ai- 
journ; and there being no quorum, 

Mr. CAMBRELENG renewed the motion, 
and the House adjourned. 














House or Representatives or U. 8, 
February 13, i837, ) 
Sirs: In the report, published in this morning’s Globe, 
of the debate in the House of Representatives, on the reso 
lution directing the Speaker to issue his warrant for the 
arrest of R. M. Whitney, my name is inserted in the list of 
yeas and nays as voting upon the motion to lay that reso- 










The Journal of the House will show that on that question 
I did not vote at all. | was excused from voting on that 
and every other question affecting the personal rights of 
Reuben M. Whitney, for reasons expressly assigned by me 
conformably to the rule of the House. 

{ take this occasion to remark that. in the report of the 
debate on the same day, apon the resolution offered by Mr 
TAaYLor, there are considerable errors in the statement of 
what was said by me. I did not Say that I believed the 
paper, purporting to be a petition from Slaves, t) be 4 
forgery, designed as a hoax upon me; nor did I say that! 
should not again attempt to present the petition. What | 
said was, that I now believed the paper to be a forgery by 










































a slaveholding master, for the purpose of daring me \ 
present a petition purporting to be from slaves. Thal 
having thus reason to believe it a Sorgery, I should not 
present it as a petition, whatever might be the decision of 
the House on the question before them. If I should pre- 
sent it at all, it would be to invoke the authority of the J 
| House to cause the author of the forgery to be prosecuted 
for the forgery; which I certainly would do, if there were A 
a competent jndicial authority to try the offender, and | 7 
could require and obtain evidence to prove the fact. ti 
T am not in the habit of considering a forgery, committed D 
to deter a member of Congress trom the discharge of |uis 
duty, as a hoax. 
I am, with due respect, sirs, your obedient servant, Wi 
J.Q. ADAMS. 





To THE Epirors or THe GLoBeE. 


IN SENATE. 
Wepnespay, February 15, 1837. 

Mr. SWIFT presented sundry petitions from 
eitizens of Vermont, praying Congress to abolisi 
slavery in the District of Columbia, and moved 
that they be received. 

On motion of Mr. GRUNDY, the question 0! 
their reception was laid on the table. 
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Mr. MORRIS presented several petitions from | day next, ask the indulgence of the Senate to take | 
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sundry ladies and electors of Ohio, and Mr. | 
TOMLINSON presented several petitions from | 
sundry citizens of Connecticut, on the same sub- | 
jects which were severally disposed of in the same | 
manner. 1 

Mr. MORRIS presented the petition of sundry | 
citizens of Ohio, praying the establishment of a | 
ost route; which was referred to the Committee | 
on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, a remonstrance froma number of citizens | 
of Buffalo, New York, against the construction | 
of an outer harbor at the mouth of Lake Erie; 
which was referred to the Committee on Com- || 
merce. 

Mr. LYON presented a petition from sundry 
citizens of Michigan, praying for an a 
for the early completion of the harbor of St. | 
Joseph’s, in that State; which was referred to the || 
Committee on Commerce. | 

Mr. L. also presented a memorial from sundry 
citizens of Michigan, praying Congress to provide || 
as early as practicable for the completion of the || 
military road from Detroit to Fort Mackinac, and || 
thence to Fort Brady, near the outlet of Lake || 
Superior; which was referred to the Committee || 
on Roads and Canals. 

On motion of Mr. HUBBARD, the Committee 
on Pensions was discharged from the further con- || 
sideration of the petitions of James Marshall and | 
Lydia Andrews. 

On motion of Mr. MORRIS, the same commit- | | 
tee was discharged from the further consideration | 
of the petitions of Phineas George and Silas Wil- 
llams. 


On motion of Mr. TOMLINSON, the same | 
committee was discharged from the further consid- 
eration of the petitions of John E. Ford, Abra- || 
ham Van Horn, and Mary Scott. 


On motion of Mr. SEVIER, the same commit- 
tee was discharged from the further consideration | 
of the petition of Nathaniel Perry; and Mr. S., | 
at the same time, made an adverse report on the |, 
petition of Nathaniel Perry; which was laid on | 
the table, and ordered to be printed. 


On motion of Mr. LINN, the Committee on 
Private Land Claims was discharged from the || 
further consideration of the petition of the legal || 
representatives of William Bell. 

Mr. PRESTON, from the Committee on Mili- |) 
tary Affairs, to which had been referred the 
memorial of Colonel Roger Jones, Adjutant Gen- 
eralof the Army of the United States, reported a || 
bill giving him the pay of his brevet rank; which i 
was read, and ordered to a second reading. 

Mr. BENTON moved that the Committee on || 
Military Affairs be discharged from the further 
consideration of the memorials of the Legislature || 
of Wisconsin, praying for the establishment of a || 








depot of arms in that Territory; and of the citi- || 
zens of Carroll county, Indiana, praying for the 
establishment of an armory in that State, the ob- 
jects of the memorials being embraced in a general 
ill; which motion was agreed to. 


On motion of Mr. NILES, the Committee on 
Revolutionary Claims was discharged from the 
further consideration of the petition of Sarah Ad- 
dison, heir of Major Andrew Leach, deceased. 


Mr. NILES, from the same committee, re- 
et with amendments, the bill for the relief of | 
ohn Jordan. 


Mr. RIVES, from the Committee on Naval | 
\ffairs, reported, without amendment, the resolu- | 
tion from the House granting a pension to Susan || 
Decatur, widow of Commodore Stephen Decatur. || 

Mr. R. also, from the same committee, reported, | 
with amendments, the bill to regulate the pay of |, 
the officers of the marine corps. 

Mr. KENT, from the Committee for the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, reported a bill to incorporate 
the Washington and Georgetown Gas-Light Com- 
— which was read and ordered to a second 
eading. 














Mr. KENT, on leave, introduced a bill to ex- 
tend the time for completing the Washington city 
canal; which was read twice and referred. 


Mr. LINN gave notice that he would, on Satur- 





| Dutch and Belgian vessels and their cargoes; and 


'amendments reducing the appropriations, they | 
| were severally disagreed to; and, 


up and attend to the business of the Wisconsin 
erritory. 


Mr. KENT gave notice that he would, on 
Friday, ask the Senate to take up and consider 
the bills relating to the District of Columbia. 

Mr. KING, of Georgia, on leave, introduced a 
bill to provide compensation to Commodore James 
Barron, for the use of his invention, called the 
ship’s ventilator; which was read twice and re- 
ferred. 

Mr. TOMLINSON offered the following reso- 
lution; which was considered and adopted: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be 


| instructed toinquire into the expediency of making 
| an appropriation *to secure the light-house, dwel- 


ling-house, and other property of the United States 
on Fairweather Island, in the State of Connecti- 
cut. | 


Mr. PRESTON, from the Committee on Mili- 


| tary Affairs, submitted the following resolution; 


which was considered and adopted: 
Resolved, That the Secretary of War be requested 


| to ascertain the facts connected with the bursting 
| of sixteen cannon at Major Clark’s foundery in 





» especially such as may explain the mode 
of proof used upon that occasion, and the quality 
of the metal, and report the same to the Senate at 
its next session. 

Mr. NILES, from the Committee on Manufac- | 
tures, to which a memorial on the subject had 
been referred, reported the following joint resolu- || 
tion; which was read and ordered to a second 
reading: 

Resolved, That the Postmaster General be, and 
he hereby is, authorized to inquire into the utility 
of establishing a line of telegraphs from Wash- 
ington to the city of New York; and to report to 
Congress, at its next session, the facilities and 


advantages of that plan of communication; the || 
| probable expense of erecting and maintaining such 


line of telegraphs; the regulations which may be 


| necessary and proper for the management of the 


same, and an estimate of the probable income to | 
be derived therefrom from the transmission of 


| private intelligence. 


BILLS READ THE THIRD TIME. 

The following bills were severally read the third 
time and passed: 

The bill supplementary to the act entitled ‘* An | 
act to amend the judicial system of the United 
States;”’ 

The bill in addition to the act to promote the | 
progress of science and the useful arts, passed on 
the 4th of July, 1836; 

The bill to establish a foundery and armory in 
the West or Southwest, arsenals in the States in 


| which none have been established, and depots for 
| arms in certain States and Territories; 


The bill respecting discriminating duties on | 
The bill to alter and amend the act for punish- 


This last bill was passed by the following vote: 
YEAS—Messrs. Bayard, Benton, Black, Clay, | 


| 
ment of certain crimes against the United States. | 


| Clayton, Cuthbert, Dana, Ewing of Ohio, Ful- 
| ton, Grundy, Hubbard, King of Alabama, King 


of Georgia, Linn, Lyon, Morris, Mouton, Nich- 
olas, Norvell, Page, Preston, Robbins, Ruggles, 


| Sevier, Strange, Tallmadge, Tipton, White, and 


Wright—29. 
NAYS—Messrs. Buchanan, Davis, Ewing of | 


|| Illinois, Hendricks, Kent, McKean, Moore, Niles, 


Parker, Prentiss, Rives, Robinson, Southard, | 
Swift, Walker, Wall, and Webster—17. | 
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The question coming ep on the amendment 
made in Committee of the Whole, striking out the 
proviso that the appropriations shall be replaced 
out of the two per cept. fund, reserved for makin 
roads leading to the States of Ohio, Indiana, and 
Illinois, a debate arose in which Messrs. WALK- 
ER, HENDRICKS, SEVIER, CLAY, PRES- 
TON, HUBBARD, and NILES, participated, and 
the amendment was concurred in. 

Mr. CLAY offered an amendment providing, 
that in all cases, where it can be done, the work 
shall be laid out in sections, and it shall be the 
duty of the superintending officers to let it to the 
lowest bidder; which was agreed to. 

Mr. WALKER moved an additional section, 
‘that this act shall not be regarded as pledging 


| the faith of the Government of the United States 


to any further or additional appropriations for the 
Cumberland road.’”’ 

After some remarks from Messrs. LINN, 
WALKER, and TIPTON, this amendment was 
rejected by the following vote: 

YEAS—Messrs. Black, Brown, Calhoun, Hub- 
bard, King of Alabama, King of Georgia, Lyon, 
Moore, Norvell, Page, Parker, Preston, Rives, 
Strange, Walker, Wall, and White—17. 

NAYS—Messrs. Benton, Buchanan, Clay, 
Clayton, Crittenden, Cuthbert, Ewing of Illinois, 
Ewing of Ohio, Fulton, Hendricks, Kent, Knight, 


| Linn, Morris, Robbins, Robinson, Sevier, South- 


ard, Swift, Tallmadge, Tipton, Tomlinson, and 
Wright—23. 
The bill was then ordered to be engrossed for a 


| third reading—yeas 25, nays 18; as follows: 


YEAS— Messrs. Benton, Buchanan, Clay, Crit- 
tenden, Cuthbert, Ewing of Lilinois, Ewing of 
Ohio, Fulton, Hendricks, Kent, Knight, Linn, 
Morris, Nicholas, Niles, Page, Robbins, Robin- 
son, Sevier, Southard, Spence, Swift, Tallmadge, 
Tipton, and Wright—25. 

NAYS—Messrs. Black,Brown, Calhoun, Clay- 
ton, Hubbard, King of Alabama, King of Georgia, 
Lyon, Moore, Norvell, Parker, Prentiss, Preston, 
Rives, Strange, Walker, Wall, and White—18. 


| KENTUCKY AND TENNESSEE VOLUNTEERS. 


The bill making payment to the volunteers and 


| militia of Kentucky and Tennessee called into the 


|| service of the United States, by the Governors of 
| the respective States, and discharged before march- 


ing, was taken up, and considered as in Commit- 
tee of the Whole. 

Messrs. BENTON and WHITE explained 
the objects of the bill; after which, 

On motion of Mr. MOORE, the militia called 
into service from Alabama were included, as were 


| also those from Mississippi. 


| 


THE CUMBERLAND ROAD. | 


The Senate then took up, as the unfinished 


business, the bill making appropriations for the || the usual motion, that Mr. Jackson, of Georgia, 


continuation of the Cumberland road in Ohio, 
Indiana,and Illinois. The question being on con- 
eurrin 
of the Whole. 

On taking the question as to agreeing to the 


| 


On motion of Mr. CLAY, they were amended, 


On motion of Mr. WALKER, and after other 
amendments, the bill was ordered to be engrossed 
for a third reading. 

The Senate then adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Wepnespay, February 15, 1837. 

Mr. HOWARD said that it was within the 
knowledge of the House that a gentleman from 
Georgia, (Mr. Jackson,}] who was a member of 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs, had been de- 
tained from the House for the greater part of the 
present session, in consequence of severe indispo- 
sition, and the nee he was under of removing 
from the city of Washington in order to obtain 

rofessional advice. Mr. H. had just received a 
etter from that gentleman, in which he stated that 
there was no prospect of his regaining his health 
sufficiently to be able to give his attendance on the 
House during the remainder of the session. As 
it was very desirable that the Committee on For- 
eign Affairs should be full, Mr. H. therefore made 


| be excused from further attendance on that com- 


Oe a Aelita, ts a etllinen | mittee, and that the Speaker be required to fill up 


the vacancy; which motion was agreed to. 
REUBEN M. WHITNEY’S CASE. 
Mr. Wuirtney having been placed at the bar, 


and stated his readiness to proceed at once to 


so as to reduce the appropriation for Ohio, from || 


$290,000 to $190,000; for Indiana, from $250,000 | 


to $150,000; and for Illinois, from $150,000 to || 


$100,000. 


trial, 
_ Mr. BRIGGS submitted the following proposi- 
tion: 

Whereas, by the 11th rule of this House, all 
acts, addresges, and joint resolutions, shall be 
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signed by the Speaker, and all writs, warrants, 
and subpenas, issued by the order of the House, 
shall be under his hand and seal, attested by the 
Clerk: 

And whereas the subpena by virtue of which 
Reuben M. Whitney, now in the custody of the 
Sergeant-at-Arms of the House, by order of the 
House, for an alleged contempt for refusing to 
appear and give tesumony before one of the select 
committees of the House, was not under the hand 
and seal of the Speaker, and attested by the Clerk, 
but signed by the chairman of the select commit- 
tee: Therefore, 

Resolved, That the refusal of R. M. Whitney 
to appear and testify before said committee, was 
not a contempt of this House. 

Resolved, That the said Whitney be forthwith 
discharged from the custody of this House. 

Mr. B. insisted that this preliminary question 
should first be disposed of before proceeding fur- 
ther. The respondent was at the bar of the House 
for an alleged contempt, and it was proper, at least, 
to inquire whether, if the facts were as set forth, 
he had been guilty of contempt. The House was 
then sitting in the capacity of acourt of justice, to 
pass upon the conduct of one of the citizens of the 
country. Should not, therefore, the first step in 
this important proceeding be, whether the basis of 
it comes directly to the point? 

The charge against the accused was, that he had 
committed a contempt against the House by refus- 
ing to obey a summons of one of its committees. 


Now, the question was, whether the subpena, by | 


which the respondent was required to appear and 
give evidence, was such an authority as the wit- 
ness was compelled to obey. In Mr. B.’s estima- 
tion that was not such a paper as would form an 
authority for compelling his appearance before the 
committee, or for the disobeying of which he can 
be held as guilty of a contempt towards the House; 
and why? It was a subpena signed only by the 
chairman of aselect committee, which committee 


was acting underthe authority of the House. Mr. | 


B. in support of this part of his argument, cited 
the llth rule of the House, (as given above in 


the preamble to his resolutions,) and under that || 


rule he maintained that the accused could have 


been guilty of no contempt, inasmuch as the au- || 
thority under which he was summoned was itself || 


insufficient. 

Mr. GHOLSON inquired of the Chair if it was 
in order to submit this proposition after the prisoner 
had been some days in custody, had been brought 
to the bar, had been put upon his trial, and after 
the adoption of an order of the House directing the 


accused to proceed to the examination of witness- | 


es. 

The CHAIR said it was a point of order he was 
not prepared to decide. 
House, which was then sitting in a judicial charac- 


Chair was not aware of any rule of parliamentary 
proceeding, or in courts of justice, whereby the 
presiding officer would feel authorized to refuse to 
entertain the motion of the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusettg. 

Mr. BRIGGS was only going on to remark, 
in justice to himself, that this a had been 
raised by him without consulting any human 
being on that floor, and for this reason: a moment 
before the House met, his attention was turned 
to that rule, and he hastily drew up the preamble 
and resolution, and had shown it to no one but 
his friend on his left, barely an instant before he 
offered it. He had done it with a view to bring 
this preliminary question before the House; and, 
in his opinion, it was just, according to the rules 
of the House, and the orders of procedure, that it 

| should be presented to its consideration, that they 
might dispose of it as members of the House called 
upon to act in a judicial character. The conclu- 
sion upon Mr. B.’s mind was, that the process 
was a process which the accused was not bound 
te obey, and in the disobeying of which he com- 
mitted no contempt towards that House. 

Mr. YELL said that he hoped the proposition of 
the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Brices} 
would not be adopted, after the action of this House 
on a preceding day. By bringing the accused 
before the House, it was made imperious or proper 

| that this House should afford him that investigation 
| which its importance demanded. The object of 
| the resolution now under consideration was to pre- 
scribe the particular mode by which the accused 
should be tried, and deprive him of the benefit of 
the usual mode in like cases. Mr. Whitney had, 
| in his memorial to this House, denied its jurisdic- 
tion to bring him before the committee of the 
House, and that, if they had the power, he was 
justified in refusing to go before the committee 
for the reasons set forth in his memorial. If the 
| resolution was adopted, the accused would be dis- 
charged without further investigation as to the facts 
of thecontempt. He hoped, therefore, the accused 
would be permitted toselect hisown course whether 
| he would plead to the jurisdiction first, or be tried 
upon the facts. If Mr. Whitney was justified from 
the facts, then it would supersede the necessity of 
investigating the power of jurisdiction. If, how- 
ever, he should fail in satisfying this House, from 


|| the facts and circumstances-of the case, then he 


would be entitled to the benefit of the question of 
jurisdiction in purging himself from the alleged 
contempt. Mr. Y. hoped that, under all the cir- 
| cumstances, the accused might be permitted to 
| proceed in such order as he might choose, under 
the rules adopted in this and similar cases; and 


|| concluded by hoping that the resolution would be 
'| rejected. 


The case was beforethe || 


ter, and itwas competent for a majority,if itdeem | 


it expedient, to quash ail further proceedings. 
Mr. BRIGGS simply wished to remark—— 
Mr. CLAIBORNE, of Mississippi, rose to a 
uestion of order; and stated that he looked upon 
the proposition of the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts (Mr. oe as ill-timed and extraordinary 
in its character. If it held out any advantages to 
the eccused, he hoped that he would instruct his 
distinguished counsel to waive them at once. He 
stands at your bar in the attitude of a criminal, 


dragged there bya compulsory process; and it was || 


due to him, it was due to the honor of the House 
and the country, that the trial should be proceeded 
with. Let it not be quashed or evaded. 
guilty, let him be punished. If innocent, let this 
House pronounce his acquittal. It was singular 
that gentlemen should force upon the accused 
advantages which he was unwilling to accept! 
He (Mr. C.) protested against all quibbles, tech- 
nicalities, and special pleading. 


The CHAIR remarked that the case of the || 


accused was before the House, by its order, and 
the accused himself had been brought to its bar 
by a resolution or order of the House, and upon 
the preceding day it had been determined that he 
should be permitted to examine witnesses. That 
order would not, however, preclude the House 
from taking any other order in the premises, at 
any time in the progress of the trial, which to a 
majority of the House should seem proper to be 
taken. [t was for the House to determine, and the 


Mr. MANN, of New York, said his friend from 
| Massachusetts [Mr. Briees] need not have told 
| the House that he had not consulted any one of its 
| members concerning the proposition he had just 
| offered, and that he had within a few moments 
previous to the meeting of the House that morn- 


|| ing, had the question brought to his mind, because 


If he is | 


it must be apparent that the gentleman, in making 
this proposition, had not considered well either 
the rule of the House, or the practice of the House 
under that rule. Neither had the gentleman con- 
ayy well the practice of committees under that 
| rule. 
What was the rule itself? The moment Mr. 
|M. read it he believed it would be apparent to the 
House that the gentleman had given a miscon- 
struction to it. Mr. M. then read the rule as 
follows: 

‘11. All acts, addresses, and joint resolutions, 
‘shall be signed by the Speaker; and all writs, 
‘ warrants, and subpenas, issucd by order of the 
* House, shall be under his hand and seal, attested 
* by the Clerk.”’ 

Here (continued Mr. M.) was the distinction— 
‘* issued by order of the House.”? When the ‘* House”’ 
made an order to issue a subpena or warrant, or 
whatever it might be, for witnesses, then, in every 
case, they must be under the hand and seal of the 
| Speaker, and attested by the Clerk. 
| Now, (said Mr. M.,) this very question had 
| been started there before; was started in this very 
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February 15, 
Philadelphia to investigate the affairs of the Bank 
of the United States. In thelatterinstance the com. 
mittee were called upon to issue the highest pro. 
cess in its power; and the question was there raised 
and mooted with a former Speaker, or with the 
present, he was not certain which, whether the 
process issued by that committee, under the pow. 
ers given them to send for persons and papers 
should be signed by the _— of the House and 
| attested by the Clerk. ‘The committee decided 

and in that decision, if he was not mistaken, the 
incumbent of the Chair coincided that the sum. 
mons the committee were authorized to issue, } 
the power to send for persons and papers, need 
only be signed by the chairman of that committee, 
This wasdeemed sufficient under the power granted 
| to the committee, by the general order of the 
House, that it should have power to send for per. 
sons and a How send for persons and 
papers? hy, by virtue of issuing a notice to 
them to be and appear before that committee, and 
if the question had been then raised before tha 
committee whether A, B, or C, should be sum. 
moned, the committee could not, from its cop. 
stitution, have decided that they would have been 
obliged to bring it at once to the Speaker under 
the eleventh rule. Such, he insisted, had been the 
| uniform and invariable construction given to this 
| rule by all the committees, and by this very com. 
| mittee, before they issued one single summons, 
| It was there raised and considered that underg 
| 
| 








proper construction of this rule, and the order of 
the House constituting the coinmittee, that the 
commitee itself had the power, by process sigued 
by the chairman, to send for witnesses. 

There could not, therefore, (continued Mr. M_,) 
bea single doubt remaining that, under the con- 
struction given to that rule by every committee of 
which he had the honor to be a member, and they 
had been several, that this process was served 
regularly and properly, upon the general order 
granted by the House to the committee to make 
a particular order to call A, B, &c. Moreover, 
suppose the case of their being mistaken, wha 
would be the consequence? Did the accused take 
exception to the regularity of these proceedings? 
for it lay with him. He had not. But suppose 
the House had done what the premises assumed 
by the gentleman from Massachusetts say it 
should have done, issue a regular order, and 
make an arrest without due authority, was his 
friend ignorant that on a former great occasion an 
action was brought against the officer for false 
imprisonment? The question of authority was 
the same in the onecase as inthe other. Mr. M. 
again contended that the proceeding in the pres- 
ent case was entirely regular, entirely according 
to the rules of the House, and the law for its gov- 
ernment. The distinction between the two cases 
was this: When the House issued an order ot 
warrant in a particular case, under this rule, the 
Speaker must issue the summons under his hand 
and seal, and it must be attested by the Clerk; but 
when the power was granted to a committee (0 
send for person and papers, in a particular cast, 
without asking the House to consider the pro 
| priety of doing it in each case as it might arise, 
| sommons signed by the chairman of the commit 
tee was sufficient, and had been always held tod 


80. 

Mr. VANDERPOEL was convinced, from 
what his colleague had said, that there was 00 
validity in the objection of the gentleman from 
Massachusetts in the first place; and, in tht 
second place, Mr. V. had not been given to under 
stand, as yet, that the accused took any advan 
age of it. For these reasons he moved to lay 
| the proposition of the gentleman from Massachu- 
| setts on the table, and on that motion, asked for 
the yeas and nays; which were ordered. ' 

Mr. FATTON inquired whether, if this motiot 
prevailed, it would also lay the whole subject 00 
the table. 

The SPEAKER said it would not. 

The question was then taken on laying Mr 
| Briees’s proposition on the table, and decided 
| the affirmative—yeas 157, nays 35; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Alford, Anthony, Ash, Ash- 
ley, Barton, Bean, Beaumont, Bell, Black, Bockee 





committee, and in three or four other committees || Boon, Bovee, Boyd, Brown, Buchanan, Bune? 
of which he had been a member, and particularly || Burns, John Caihoon, Cambreieng, Campo’ 
in that sent by the House of Representatives to |i Carr, Carter, Casey, John Chambers, Chaney 
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pa I a rms 
Chapin, John F. H. Claiborne, Cleveland, Coles, 


ing, Cushman, Darlington, Doubleday, Efner, 
Elmore, 


gon, Gillet, Glascock, Graham, Granger, Grant- 
land, Graves, Grennell, Griffin, Haley, Joseph 
Hall, Hamer, Hard, Hardin, Samuel S. Harrison, 
Albert G. Harrison, Hawkins, Haynes, Hender- 
son, Herod, Holsey, Holt, Hopkins, Howard, 
Hubley, Hunt, Huntington, Huntsman, Ingham, 
Janes, Jarvis, Joseph Johnson, Richard M. John-_ 
gon, Cave Johnson, Henry Johnson, John W. 
Jones, Benjamin Jones, Kennon, Kilgore, Klin- 
ensmith, Lane, Lansing, Lawler, Gideon Lee, ' 
homas Lee, Luke Lea, Leonard, Lewis, Lin- 
coln, Loyall, Abijah Mann, Job Mann, William 
Mason, ae Mason, Sampson Mason, May, 
McCarty, McComas, McKay, McKennan, Mc- 
Keon, McKim, McLene, Montgomery, Moore, 
Morgan, Morris, Muhlenberg, Owens, Page, 
Parker, Parks, Patterson, Dutee J. Pearce, 
Phelps, Pickens, Pinckney, Potts, John Rey- 
nolds, Joseph Reynolds, Richardson, Rogers, 
Schenck, Seymour, William B. Shepard, Shinn, | 
Sloane, Spangler, Sprague, Standefer, Storer, 
Sutherland, Taliaferro, Taylor, Thomas, John 
Thomson, Toucey, Turrill, Vanderpoel, Ward- 
well, Webster, Weeks, White, Elisha Whittle- | 
sey, Thomas T. Whittlesey, Sherrod Williams, | 
Yell, and Young—157. | 
NAYS—Messrs. Chilton Allan, Bailey, Bond, | 
Borden, Bouldin, Briggs, William B. Calhoun, 
George Chambers, Childs, Clark, Crane, Dawson, | 
Deberry, Denny, Dromgoole, Hazeltine, Hoar, 
Howell, Lawrence, Lay, Love, Lyon, Maury, | 


Mercer, James A. Pearce, Pearson, Pettigrew, || 


Phillips, Reed, Robertson, Russell, Steele, and | 
Underwood—35. 

So the House laid it on the table. 

Mr. HARDIN said, as he had found himself 
appointed on the committee to examine witnesses | 
in this case, he had looked into some of the | 


precedents in such cases, and it appeared to him | 
that the individual who had been brought to the | 
bar of the House should be first sworn to answer | 


such questions as might be propounded to him, | 
touching his reasons for not appearing before the | 
select committee, after being duly summoned s0 | 
to appear. 

Mr. H. said he had prepared a couple of inter- | 


Evans, Everett, Farlin, Forester, Fow- | 
ler, French, Fry, Galbraith, Rice Garland, Ghol- || 


|| ©case they may be examined in their places.” 


|| him by Mr. Key: 
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| ** Resolved, That Reuben M. Whitney be now 
Connor, Corwin, Craig, Cramer, Crary, Cush- || 


‘ permitted to examine witnesses before this House 
‘in relation to his alleged contempt; and that a | 
‘committee of five be appointed by the Speaker to 
* examine such witnesses on the part of the House. 
| * That the questions put shall be reduced to writing 
'* before proposed to the witnesses, and that the 
| answers be also reduced to writing. Every 
* quesigon put by any other than a member of the 
‘committee shall be reduced to writing by such 
‘member, and be propounded to the witness by 
‘the Speaker, if not objected to; but if any | 
‘ question shall be objected to, or any testimony 
‘ offered shall be objected to, by any member, the 
‘member so objecting, and the accused or his 
‘ counsel, shall be heard, after which the question 
‘ shall be decided without further debate. If parol 
* evidence is offered, the witnesses shall be sworn 
‘by the Speaker, and be examined at the bar, 
‘unless they are members of the House, in which 


The order of the House was peremptory that | 
“Reuben M. Whitney be now permitted to ex- 
amine witnesses.”’ He therefore felt constrained 
to decide against the motion of the gentleman from | 

| Kentucky. | 

Mr. VANDERPOEL moved that the House 

,then proceed to carry into effect its order of a 
former day; which was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER then addressed the respondent, 


|| and informed him that, by an order of the House, | 


he was then permitted to examine witnesses before || 
‘the House, in relation to the alleged contempt |! 
against him, and that he could then proceed to do 
so. The Speaker further informed him that the | 
witnesses he had named had been summoned. 
Mr. Key, one of the counsel of the accused, | 
| asked that the witnesses be now sworn. 


|| Mr. SUTHERLAND objected io the swearing | 
|| of Mr. Lewis and Mr. Sullivan at that time, | 


1| 


because he understood they would be brougnt for- | 
ward to testify as to the character of the accused, | 
| and that question had not yet come up. 

The witnesses who were members of the House, | 
as before stated, were then sworn, and the swear- | 
ing of the other gentlemen deferred for the present. | 

The Hon. Mr. Fairrievp, of Maine, was then | 
called, and the following question propounded to 


|| _ ** Please state all the circumstances attending 


the dispute and disorder that occurred before the | 


rogatories which he wished to propound to the || select committee, whereof Mr. Garland is chair- || 


individual who had been brought to the bar of the || 


House. The first interrogatory he desired to | 
propound to the witness was as follows: 


‘‘ Are you unwilling to appear before the select || 


‘committee of this House of which the Hon. | 
‘Henry A. Wise is chairman ?”’ 

If this interrogatory was answered in the affirm- 
ative, he then desired to put to him the follow- 
ing: 

“Do you believe the select committee, or any | 


man, on Wednesday, the 25th of January, and | 
state particularly all that was said and done b 

| and the whole demeanor and conduct of R. M. | 
Whitney, as a witness attending the committee, | 
and Messrs. Wise and Peyton, as members of | 
that committee, and all that occurred on that 
occasion.”’ 

Mr. CALHOON, of Kentucky, took an excep- | 
| tion to this question, and, after an argument of 
| some length by that gentleman, and a reply by 
Mr. Key, of counsel for the accused, (both of | 


‘member thereof, will do you personal violence, || which will be given as soon as they can be pre- | 


‘during your attendance before the committee, or || 


‘in your coming thereto or returning therefrom ?”’ | 


Mr. VANDERPOEL inquired if the interroga- | 


tories had been settled upon by the committee as | 
proper ones to be propounded. 


Mr. HARDIN replied that the committee had || 
not. As he understood the rule adopted by the | 
House, the committee, or any member of it, might || 


propound interrogatories. , 

Mr.VANDERPOEL said he must object to this 
course of proceeding. 

The CHAIR said the rule adopted the other 
day granted to the accused the privilege of first 
examining witnesses touching his alleged con- 
tempt of the House. 

r. HARDIN moved that Mr. Whitney be 
now sworn, for the purpose of answering such 
interrogatories as might be propounded to him. 
Mr. H. said he made this motion for the purpose 
of avoiding a very unpleasant—— 

Mr. VANDERPOEL called the gentleman to 
order. By the order of the House the accused 
was granted leave to proceed and take testimony 


touching his alleged contempt of the House. He. 
would therefore submit to the Chair whether the | 


gentleman from Kentucky was in order. 
‘ one CHAIR read the order of the House, as 
ollows: 


| 





pared,) and the decision of a point of order, raised 


|, by Mr. Bexx, the House decided that the inter- | 


rogatory should be propounded to the witness— | 
yeas 132, nays 50; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Heman Allen, Ash, Barton, | 
Bean, Beaumont, Black, Bockee, Boon, Borden, | 
Bovee, Boyd, Briggs, Brown, Buchanan, Burns, | 
Bynum, Cambreleng, Casey, George Chambers, 
| Chaney, Chapin, John F. H. Claiborne, Cleve- 
| land, Coles, Connor, Craig, Cramer, Crary, Cush- | 
| man, Denny, Doubleday, Dromgoole, Efner, | 
|Farlin, Fowler, French, Fry, John Galbraith, | 
| Gholson, Gillet, Glascock, Graham, Grantland, || 


i 
} 


| Haley, Joseph Hall, Hardin, Hawkins, Haynes, | 
| Henderson, Holsey, Holt, Hopkins, Howard, || 
| Hubley, Huntington, Huntsman, Ingham, Janes, | 
| Jarvis, Joseph Johnson, Richard M. Johnson, 
| Cave Johnson, John W. Jones, Benjamin Jones, | 
| Kennon, Kilgore, Klingensmith, Lane, Lansing, | 
| Lawrence, Gideon Lee, Thomas Lee, Leonard, || 
Logan, Loyall, Lucas, Abijah Mann, Job Mann, || 
Martin, William Mason, Moses Mason, May, || 
McKay, McKeon, McKim, McLene, Mont- || 
gomery, Moore, Morgan, Morris, Muhlenberg, 

Owens, Page, Parker, Parks, Patterson, Dutee 

| J. Pearce, Phelps, Phillips, Pinckney, Potts, 

| Rencher, John Reynolds, Joseph Reynolds, Rich- |, 
‘ardson, Ripley, Rogers, Schenck, Seymour, || 


} 
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Shinn, Sickles, Slade, Spangler, Sprague, Suth- 
erland, Taylor, Thomas, John Thomson, Toucey, 
Turner, Turrill, Vanderpoel, Wagener, Ward, 
Wardwell, Webster, Weeks, White, Thomas T. 
Whittlesey, Sherrod Williams, and Yell—132. 
NAYS—Messrs. Bell, Bond, Bunch, John 
Calhoon, William B. Calhoun, Campbell, Carter, 
John Chambers, Chetwood, Childs, Nathaniel H. 
Claiborne, Clark, Crane, Darlington, Dawson, 
Deberry, Dunlap, Elmore, Forester, Rice Gar- 
land, Griffin, Harlan, Harper, Hazeltine, Hoar, 
Howell, Ingersoll, Lawler, Luke Lea, Lewis, 
Lincoln, Love, Lyon, Sampson Mason, Maury, 


| McCarty, McComas, Mercer, Milligan, James 


A. Pearce, Pearson, Pettigrew, Pickens, Reed, 
Russell, Shields, Sloane, Standefer, Steele, Storer, 
Underwood, and Lewis Williams—50. 

Messrs. PEYTON, GARLAND of Virginia, 
FAIRFIELD, JOHNSON of Louisiana, HA- 
MER, PIERCE of New Hampshire, HANNE- 


| GAN, and MARTIN, were severally, on their 


own motions, excused from voting on any subject 
affecting this inquiry. 

Mr. CHAMBERS, of Kentucky, then sent to 
the Chair the following resolution: 

** Resolved, That the further examination of 
witnesses be suspended, until the accused be 
examined on oath, touching his alleged contempt 
of this House, and that the committee appointed 
to eXamine witnesses proceed to examine him 
accordingly.” 

The CHAIR decided that this resolution was 
not in order at this time; and read the order of the 
House in support of his decision. 

Mr. CHAMBERS, of Kentucky, appealed from 
this decision. 

The CHAIR suggested that the gentleman 
might obtain his object by moving to suspend the 
rules of the House. ‘ 

Mr. CHAMBERS said he had no desire to 
move to suspend the rules of the House, but he 
wished to suspend the present mode of proceed- 


ing. By the decision of the Chair, he contended 


that the House had lost the command of its own 
action on this subject; and he was not willing to 
submigpto a decision of that kind. They were, 
to be sure, examining witnesses by an order of 
the House; but he contended they could suspend 
that course of proceeding by a majority of the 
House; and the resolution he submitted presented 
the question as to whether the House would ex- 
amine the accused on oath or not. He was 
aware that he was to be told that they had adopted 
for their government a rule that they would ex- 
amine witnesses on the part of the accused touch- 
ing his alleged contempt; but he had not under- 
stood—and he thought there were but few of the 
intelligent members of the House who had under- 
stood—that by adopting this rule, declaring the 
would bear evidence on the part of the accused, 
they had deprived themselves of the right to ex- 
amine him. He did not believe there was a 
member on that floor who, if Mr. Whitney would 
ourge himself of the alieged contempt, would say 

e was in contempt. ‘The matter of contempt 
rested in his own bosum, and no man could tell 
whether he had committed a contempt or not, so 
that it was useless to examine witnesses on this 
subject. The object of the resolution was not to 
rescind any rule of the House. He did not ask 
to rescind the rule, but only to suspend it for the 
purpose which he had stated above. 

The SPEAKER stated the grounds of his de- 
cision, and read the order of the House which 
applied to the case; when 

Mr. BOON moved to lay the appeal on the 
table. 

Mr. CHAMBERS, of Kentucky, called for the 


| yeas and nays; which were ordered. 


Mr. LEWIS wished to know if, by this decis- 
ion of the Chair the accused was not to be called 


|| upon to answer as to the fact, whether it was fear 
| which prevented him from appearing before the 


select committee. 

The CHAIR said that would be for the House 
to determine after the order of the House had 
been complied with. 

Mr. LEWIS. Then, as the accused will not 
say he is afraid to appear before the committee, is 
the House to call witnesses to prove that fact? 

The CHAIR said this question was not debat- 
able. 
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Mr. LEWIS. Then the effect of the decision 
of the Chair is that Mr. Whitney is not to be 
called upon to give evidence? 

The CHAIR said the gentleman was not in 
erder. Debate could not be entertained when a | 
motion was made to lay on the table. 


The question was then taken and decided in the 
aflfirmative—yeas 104, nays 67; as follows: 
YEAS—Messrs. Anthony, Barton, Beale, Bean, | 
Beaumont, Black, Bockee, Boon, Borden, Boul- 
din, Bovee, Boyd, Brown, Buchanan, Burns, 
Bynum, Cambreleng, Casey, Chapin, John F. | 
H. Claiborne, Cleveland, Coles, Connor, Craig, 
Cramer, Crary, Cushman, Doubleday, Drom- 
oole, Efner, Farlin, Fowler, French, Galbraith, 
holson, Glascock, Grantland, Haley, Joseph 
Hall, Samuel S. Harrison, Hawkins, Haynes, 
Henderson, Holsey, Holt, Hopkins, Howard, | 
Hubley, Huntington, Ingham, Jarvis, Joseph 
Johnson, Richard M. Johnson, Cave Johnson, 
John W. Jones, Kennon, Kilgore, Lane, Lansing, 
Gideon Lee, Joshua Lee, Thomas Lee, Leonard, 
Loyall, Lucas, Abijah Mann, Job Mann, Moses 
Mason, May, McKay, McKim, McLene, Mont- 
omery, Moore, Morgan, Muhlenberg, Owens, 
"age, Parker, Parks, Patterson, Dutee J. Pearce, 
Phelps, Pinckney, John Reynolds, Jos. Reynolds, 
Schenck, Seymour, Shinn, Sickles, Sprague, Suth- 
erland, Taylor, Thomas, John Thomson, Toucey, 
Turrill, Vanderpoel, Wagener, Ward, Webster, 
Weeks, Thomas T. Whittlesey, and Yell—104. 
NAYS—Messrs. Chilton Allan, Bailey, Bell, 
Bond, John Calhoon, William B. Calhoun, Car- 
ter, John Chambers, Chetwood, Childs, Nathaniel 
fH. Claiborne, Clark, Corwin, Crane, Darling- 


ton, Dawson, Deberry, Denny, Dunlap, Elmore, || 


Evans, Forester, Graham, Granger, Graves, Gren- 
nell, Griffin, Hardin, Harper, Hazeltine, Hoar, 
Howell, Huntsman, Ingersoll, Lawrence, Luke 
Lea, Lewis, Lincoln, Love, Lyon, Sampson 
Mason, Maury, McComas, McKennan, Mercer, 
Milligan, James A. Pearce, Pearson, Pettigrew, 
Phillips, Pickens, Potts, Reed, Rencher, Russell, | 
William B. Shepard, Augustine H. Shepperd, 
Shields, Sloane, Spangler, Standefer, gr; 
Waddy Thompson, Underwood, Whitt, and 
Lewis Williams—67. 
So the appeal was laid upon the table. 


Mr. LEWIS eaid he believed, as well as he 


which had been adopted by the House, but at the | 
time he gave that vote he very little expected that 
such a decision as this would have been given by 
the Speaker, and that, too, adopted by the House. 
He had then risen to know of the Speaker whether 
it was in order to move to suspend the examina- 
tion of witnesses in this case. 

The CHAIR said it would be in order to do so 
by a vote of two thirds. He would state to the | 
aoe rege from Alabama, that he had made the | 

ecision alluded to in strict conformity with the 


| 


order of the House. 


impeachment of the Chair, but he wanted to know 
if it was not competent for the House to set aside 
this examination. 

The CHAIR said not at this time, unless by a | 
vote of two thirds. A witness was now on the | 
stand, and an interrogatory propounded to him, 
and the House could not, by a bare majority, set | 
aside this examination. 

Mr. LEWIS would then take an appeal from 


| rule? 


' 


| 
} this damned insolence is insufferable. ’’ 
| 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


Mr. LEWIS. 


The CHAIR said a proposition identical with 
this had just been negatived. 

Mr. LEWIS. Then the House has got itself 
in this singular predicament—— 

Mr. CLAIBORNE, of Mississippi, called the 
gentleman from Alabama to order. 

The CHAIR decided that the gentlemaft from 
Alabama was not in order. The witness (Mr. 
Fairfield) would proceed and give in his testi-a 
mony. 


Mr. Farrrietp then sent to the Clerk’s tabl | 


the following answer to the first interrogatory: 
At the commencement of the affair alluded to 
in the question, the different members of the com- 
mittee were situated as follows, as near as I can 
recollect: Mr. Whitney sat at a small table in a 


corner of the room, near the fire-place; Mr. Pey- | 


ton, Mr. Garland, Mr. Hamer, and Mr. Gillet, 
sat at a long table, placed transversely in front of 


the fire—Mr. Hamer at the end nearest Mr. | 
Whitney, Mr. Gillet at the opposite end, and Mr. | 


Garland and Mr. Peyton in front, the latter nearest 
to Mr. Whitney, and with his back turned, or 
partially so, towards him—one proposing inter- 
rogatories, and the other answering, in writing, 
the questions and answers being handed to the 


Mr. Wise, Mr. Martin, and myself were sitting 
upon a sofa at the side of the fire-place opposite 
Mr. Whitney. Mr. Pierce and Mr. Johnson 
| were not present. 

When the chairman read the answer of Mr. 
| Whitney to the interrogatory of Mr. Peyton, both 
| of which have been published, the latter turned 
| towards Mr. Garland, without rising from his 

seat, and said, **‘ Mr. Chairman, I wish you to 
| inform this witness that he is not to insult me in 
| his answers; if he does, God damn him, ‘*I will 
| take his life upon the spot.”’ He then rose and 
turned towards Mr. Whither, and said, ‘*‘ I want 
you to understand, sir, that [ claim no protection 
| from the Constitution; and if you insult me, you 
damned dog, I will take your life.”” Mr. Wise 
rose and advanced to the side of Mr. Peyton, and 
addressing himself to Mr. Whitney, said, ** Yes, 
Mr. Gar- 
land and other members of the committee were, 


fire, said, by way of soliloquy, or without addres- 


I have treated him with marked respect—damn 


him—I have treated him just as if he had been a || 


gentleman; to be thus insulted by a damn’d thief 
and robber! damn him, he shan’tdoit.’? While 
| uttering the last words of this sentence, he became, 


| sing himself to any one in particular, *‘ Hitherto, || 


hitney, who rose and said he claimed the pro- 


tection of the committee while he was before it; 
“ ; || when Mr. Peyton said, ‘God damn you, you 
Mr. LEWIS. had not intended to make any || 


shan’t speak—you shan’t say a word while you 


|| arein this room; if youdol will put youto death;”’ || 


and made towards him, at the same time putting 
his hand in his bosom. Mr. Wise, who had 
preeeser gone round the long table, and placed 
| himself near Mr. Whitney, here interposed, and 
| he with Mr. Garland, who was standing between 
| Mr. Peyton and Mr. Whitney, and Mr. Martin, 
| who was by hisside, endeavored to calm him, and 


the decision of the Chair, for the purpose of getting | Wise said, ‘‘Don’t Peyton; damn him, he is not 


at this question. 


The 


worth your notice,”’ or words to that effect. Judge 


HAIR said he had made no decision on || Martin here moved that the examination of the 1] 
which an appeal could be taken. Theonly motion || witness be suspended. 


Mr. Hamer opposed it; 


the gentleman could make would be to suspend || and addressing himself to the chairman, went on 


the rules. 


Mr. LEWIS supposed that a vote of two thirds || 


was the only way by which it could be done, and 
he believed he could get a vote of two thirds, if | 
the House understood the question rightly. He | 
desired to be in order, and the House would bear | 
him witness that he seldom trespassed on their 
patience with long speeches. 

Mr. CLAIBORNE, of Mississippi, inquired | 
if the gentleman from Alabama was in order? | 
If the rule prohibited debate, he must protest | 
against it. 1 


| to make some remarks; but I do not distinctly 
recollectthem. Mr. Peyton then resumed his seat, 
but soon turned towards Mr. Whitney,and said, 
** Damn him, hiseyes areon me. God damn him, 
he is looking at me—he shan’t do it—damn him; 
| he shan’t look at me!”’ 
further remarks, when Mr. Garland suggested that 
the witness should retire to another room, which 
he did. Mr. Peyton then apologized to the com- 
mittee, and Mr. Hamer offered the resolution, 
which has been published; on the paseage of which, 





The CHAIR decided that debate was not then | 


Mr. Whitney was recalled, and the resolution was 
communicated by the chairman. Mr. Whitney 


in order. \| said, that if he had done anything which the com- 


Is it in order to rescind this | 


i} 


| 


} 


|| Mr. Warter Jones, one of the counsel for 


| during this time, endeavoring to preserve ordcr, | 


could recollect, that he had voted for this rule, | and to prevent an affray. Mr. Peyton turned from } 


| Mr. Whitney, and standing with his back to the |! 


apparently, more excited, and turned towards Mr. || 


to prevent his going towards Mr. Whitney. Mr. | 


Mr. Hamer made some |! 


43 February 15. 


mittee considered disrespectful, he regretted it, anq 
apologized for it. Another interrogatory was pro. 
pounded to him, which he answered; and then the 
committee rose. 

Second question by Counser.—W hat was M, 
Whitney’s general demeanor as a witness befor, 
the committee; was any indecorum or disrespect 
on his part towards the committee, or any mem. 
ber of it, observed or complained of, or in 
manner censured by the committee? 

Answer.—With the exception of the answer jp 
| writing of Mr. Whitney, which was the Bubject 

of a resolution introduced by Mr. Hamer, and 


any 


| adopted by the committee, I saw nothing of an 


indecorum or disrespect, on his part, to the com. 
mittee, or any member of it; nor did I, at an 
time, except as above, and prior to the affair al|y. 
ded to, hear any complaint on the part of any 
member of the committee. 

Third question by CounseL.—Please state wheth. 
er the conduct of Mr. Whitney, throughout ihe 
whole of the unhappy scene in question, was or 
was not cool, collected, and forbearing, whether 
he did, or did not, manifest by word, deed, or 
gesture, or by what word, deed, or gesture, any 
disposition to assault Mr. Peyton. Please de. 
scribe such circumstances of his posture and man- 


|, ner,as may go to show whether he meditated 
chairman, and by him read to the committee. | 


assault, or stood on the defensive merely. 
Mr. MASON, of Ohio, objected to this inter. 
| Fogatory; and went on to state the grounds of his 
| objections at length. 


| Mr. ‘Whitney, replied at some length to the objec. 
tions raised by Mr. Mason. 

Mr. MASON called for the yeas and nays on 

| the question; which were not ordered; and the 

House decided that the question should be put, 
| without a division. 
|| Mr. Farrrievp then returned the following: 
|| Answer to the third interrogatory.—So far as | 
|; saw or heard, upon the occasion alluded to, the 
|| conduct of Mr. Whitney was cool, collected, and 
|| forbearing. I heard him say nothing but what i 

have stated in my answer to the first interroga- 
|| tory. In fegard to the extent of what I saw, it 
| is proper to add, that during nearly the whole 
|| time, several gentlemen were standing or moving 
|, between myself and Mr. Whitney. My atten- 
tion also was principally confined to Mr. Peyton. 
I cannot say that Mr. Whitney did not assume 
any attitude of assault towards Mr. Peyton; but 
I can say that if he did I did not see it. 

First question by Mr. Catnoon, of Kentucky.— 
| Did, or did not, Mr. Wise endeavor to prevent 
any collision between Mr. Peyton and R. M. 
Whitney, by slipping in between them, and lay- 
| ing his hand upon Mr. Peyton, and pushing him 
| back from his position? 
|| &Answer.—Mr. Wise did interfere, as I have 
| stated in my first answer; he laid his hand upon 
| Mr. Peyton’s breast, and endeavored to prevent 

any collision between him and Mr. Whitney. | 
| do not, however, recollect that he pushed him back. 

Second question by Mr. CaLuoon, of Kentucky.— 
Did, or did not, Mr. Wise privately request the 
members of the committee not to rise until aftera 
| sufficient time was allowed after the examination 
| of R. M,. Whitney was closed, to enable him 
|, (Whitney) to withdraw from the committee-room, 
|, 80 as to prevent the witness and Mr. Peyton being 
|, thrown together, without the presence of the com- 
mittee to restrain them? and did not Mr. Wise, 
| at the time, declare that his object was to prevent 
|, collision between the parties? 

Answer.—I answer affirmatively to the whole 
|| question. 

| Third question by Mr. Catnoon, of Kentucky.— 
| Did Mr. Wise do more than denounce the inso- 
| lence of R. M. Whitney to the committee? And, 
| in attempting to pacify Mr. Peyton, did he do 
| more than say to him that R. M. Whitney was 
| not worth his notice? 

Answer.—Mr. Wise did no more than what | 
| have described in my first answer. His object in 
_ going round the long table, and taking his stand 
near Mr. Whitney, I only know from his (Mr. 
| Wise’s) statement made in this House. | did 
|| not, at the time, regard it as assuming an attitude 
|| of attack upon Mr. Whitney. 

| Fourth question by Mr. Catnoon, of Kentucky.— 
|| Did,-or did not, Mr. Wise and Mr. Peyton treat 
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R. M. Whitney with perfect respect in his ex- 1 to the same interrogatory, and will you now set 


amination before the committee, both before and | 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. — 


them forth to be received in connection with, and 


after the difficulty between him and Mr. Peyton || 48 part of, your answer to said interrogatory? 


had occurred; and did not his examination occupy 
much time; and were not most of the questions 1 
propounded by Mr. Peyton after the 


rred? 
Taaeed answer affirmatively to the whole 
yestion, except as to the order of time in which | 
the questions were propounded to Mr. Whitney. 
In regard to that I do not recollect disti.ctly. | 


Fifth question by Mr. Catnoon, of Kentucky.— i 


Had you, or had you not, seen Mr. Whitney’s 
card in the Globe of the 5th January last, which 
is as follows: 

A Carp.—During the last session of Congress, it became 
necessary for me to expose H. A. Wise of having stated, 
in the Hall of the House, a BASE FALSEHOOD in relation 
to myself. ; . 

In the Globe of this morning ft is reported that Balie 
peyton, the Siamese companion of Wise tor twelve months 
past, in uttering falsehood and slander, said that, ** in con- 
sequence of the character of the agent alluded to, Mr. 
Taney, the former Secretary of the Treasury, would not 
recommend him as an agent of the deposit banks.’? No 
one can mistake that it is myself alluded to by Mr. P. 

I challenge Mr. Peyton to adduce a single particle of 

roof to sustain the above assertion; and for having made 
it without proof, f pronounce him a CALUMNIATOR, AND 
GUILTY OF UTTERING A BASE FALSEHOOD ; this, too, like 
Wise, while shielded by his cogstitutional privilege. 

If any one who does not know me wishes to ascertain 
my character, I refer them to citizens of those places in 
which I have passed many years of my life. 

R. M. WHITNEY. 


WeDNESDAY, January 4, 1837. 
And do you not know or believe that Mr. Peyton 
had seen said card; or was informed of its con- 
tents? and did not the answer to the question 
which preceded the difficulty, involve the truth of 
the charges which the card of Mr. Whitney pro- 
nounced to be false, and for the uttering of which 
he pronounced Mr. Peyton a calumniator? | 

Answer.—I had seen the card of Mr. Whitney, | 
alluded to, and believe, from aremark I heard Mr. | 
Peyton make in the committee room, that he also | 
had seen it. ‘The question referred to, as pro- | 


posed by Mr. Peyton, I did regard as involving || 


the truth of the charges which called out the card | 
of Mr. Whitney. | 

First question by Mr. Incersott.—What lan- | 
guage did R. M. Whitney use immediately before | 
the interposition of Mr. Peyton? 

“nswer.—I do not know that Mr. Peyton inter- | 
posed at all, as I understand that word. I cannot, 
therefore, answer the question as to the language 
used by Mr. Whitney. 

Second question by Mr. Incersott.—W hat lan- | 
guage did Mr. R. M. Whitney use immediately | 
before the witness says, ‘‘ Mr. Peyton rose and | 
addressed the chairman?” 


nswer.—If the question refers to what was \| 


said, my answer is, that Mr. Whitney said nothing | 
that I recollect. If it refers to the written answer | 
of Mr. Whitney, I cannot answer it without refer- | 
ring to the journal of the committee. It has, how- | 
ever, been correctly published. | 
Question by Mr. Bett. —When Mr. Peyton was 
called to order by the chairman of the committee 
for the first remarks made by him in reference to | 
Mr. Whitney, did he not take his seat, and con- 
tinue sitting until Mr. Whitney rose and com- | 
menced speaking ? 
“inswer.—I recollect that Mr. Peyton took his | 
seat, but can’t say whether it was when called to 
order by the chairman. I do not recollect of Mr. 
Whitney’s rising but once prior to his withdraw- | 





ing, and that, according to my present recollection, | 
was before the time alluded to in the question. | 

First question by CommirTEE.— Was, or was not, | 
the deportment of Mr. Peyton that of a man who 
did not intend to make an attack, but desired to 
deter another, and make him desist from insulting 
remark and conduct? 

“nswer.—Mr. Peyton, as I have before stated, 


of the difficulty. After the answer of Mr. Whitney 
was read by the chairman, Mr. Peyton was very 
much excited, and at one time certainly appeared 
to be disposed to punish Mr. Whitney for his 
alleged insult. 

Second question by CommitTEe.— What was the 
question put to Mr. Whitney and his answer 
thereto, to which you refer in your answer to the 
first interrogatory, and what was the vote of the 
committee also referred to by you in your answer 





treated Mr. Whitney with respect prior to the time 





[Time given to witness to answer the foregoing 
second question of committee. 


difficulty } Second question by Mr. Bett.—When Mr. Pey- 
| to 


n rose the second time, did he advance across a 
line drawn from his chair towards the fire-place, 
calling him off from Mr. R. M. Whitney? Could 

ou, at the instant of time when Mr. Peyton put 

is hand to his bosom, see the right hand of Mr. 
Whitney? If yes, was it not thrust into his 
pocket, with the left foot advanced ? 

-Answer.—I do not recollect when Mr. Peyton 
rose the second time, but think it was not until 
Mr. Whitney retired, or about that time. When 
Mr. Peyton put his hafid to his bosom he had 
just turned from a standing posture, as I have 
described in my answer to the first interrogatory. 
I doubt whether at that time I could see. Mr. 
Whitney’s right hand; but if I could, I do not 
recollect of seeing it in the position described in 
this question. My answer is the same with 
regard to Mr. Whitney’s left foot. 

Third question by Mr. Beti.—Did you occupy a 


| position which enabled you to see the offensive 


look or scowl of the witness, (R. M. Whitney,) 
which he cast upon Mr. Peyton, if any, at the 
time of handing his answer to the chairman? 
Answer.—At the time the answer of Mr. Whit- 
ney was handed to the chairman, | sat nearly 


| opposite Mr. Whitney, with nothing interposing. 


My attention, however, was fastened almost en- 


| tirely upon Mr. Peyton. 


Fourth question by Mr. Bett.—Did not Mr. 
Peyton complain that the witness, (R. M. Whit- 
ney,) had insulted him by his look at the time? 

Answer.—I do not recollect that he did. 

Fifth question by Mr. Beii.—If it had been Mr. 
Peyton’s intention to draw a weapon upon Mr. 
Whitney, had he not ample time to do so? 

nswer.—He had. 

Sixth question by Mr. Bett.—What number of 
interrogatories were propounded by Mr. Peyton 
to the witness, R. M. Whitney? How many 


before, and how many after, the question and | 
| answer which gave rise to the altercation alluded 
to? 


Did you apprehend danger of insult or per- 
sonal violence to said witness, when he reappeared 
beforé said committee, on the part of either Mr. 
Wise or Mr. Peyton? State whether they, and 
each of them, did not treat him with courtesy due 
a witness, as well after, as before that occurrence ? 

Answer.—That part of the question relating to 
the number of interrogatories, and the time when 
they were proposed, I will answer after | have had 
an opportunity to refer to the journal of the com- 
mittee. I did not apprehend insult or personal 
violence to Mr. Whitney, on the part of Mr. 
Peyton or Mr. Wise, when the former reappeared 
in the committeeroom. Mr. Peyton’s excitement 
had then subsided. I have already stated that 
priorand subsequent to this occurrence, Mr. Wise 
and Mr. Peyton treated Mr. Whitney respectfully 
in the committee room. 

Seventh question by Mr. Bett.—Was there not 
a rule of the committee that all questions should 
be reduced to writing, and propounded through 
the chairman to witness, if not objected to by a 
member of the committee; and that all answers 


|| of witness should be returned in writing through 


the same channel? and was it not remarked by 
Mr. Peyton, that the witness must answer in 
writing, and that he should not address the com- 
mittee in any other way? 

Answer.—There is such a rule; but I do not 
recollect the remark of Mr. Peyton supposed in 
the question. 

Eighth question by Mr. Bett.—Had, or had not, 
said witness refused to answer several questions 
put to him by Mr. Peyton, before the one above 
alluded to, characterizing them as inquisitorial, 
which questions had been decided by the commit- 
tee as proper to be propounded? 

Answer.—Mr. Whitney had refused to answer 
many questions proposed by Mr. Peyton, char- 
acterizing them as inquisitorial. Though the 
committee permitted these questions to be put, I 
understood that the committee reserved the ques- 
tion as to the obligation of the witness to answer 


them, in case he did not choose voluntarily to do | 


80. 
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Mr. THOMAS, with permission of the House, 
would submit a proposition which had met the 
approbation of all the members of the committee 
appointed to conduct the examination, together 
with the counsel of the accused, and several other 
gentlemen engaged in propounding questions, 
which would expedite the business. It was, in 
substance, ordering that, in future, the proceed- 
ings in the case of Reuben M. Whitney be poat- 
poned till twelve o’clock to-morrow, and that the 
Clerk of the House be directed to furnish each 
witness, to be thereafter examined, with a copy of 
the interrogatories already propounded to Mr. 
FAIRFIELD. 

Mr. CHAMBERS, of Kentucky, would object 
to it, if its effect would be to cut off entirely the 
resolution he designed to offer. 

The CHAIR said the adoption of this order 
would have no etfect upon the gentleman’s propo- 
sition. 

This order was then adopted, nem. diss. 

The Sergeant-at-Arms was then directed to con- 
duct Mr. Whitney from the bar; and, 

On motion of Mr. CALHOON, of Kentucky, 
the House adjourned. 








IN SENATE. 
Tuurepay, February 16, 1837. 

The CHAIR communicated a report from the 
State Department, accompanied by statements 
showing the number of passengers arriving in the 
ports of the United States from foreign countries, 
during each quarter of the year 1836; and 

On motion of Mr. DAVIS, it was referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 


Mr. TIPTON presented a memorial and joint 
resolutions from the General Assembly of Indiana, 
on the subject of the surplus revenue; which was 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. KENT presented the memorial of the 
Corporations of Georgetown and Washington, 
remonstrating against the passage of the bill pend- 
ing before Congress, entitled an act for the relief 
of the citizens of Alexandria; which was referred 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 


On motion of Mr. LINN, the Committee on 
Private Land Claims was discharged from the 


further consideration of the petition of Samuel S. 
Mardis. 


Mr. FKUBBARD presented the petition of John 
McLeran, praying to be indemnified for expenses 
incurred in defending himself against certain unjust 
prosecutions on the part of the United Siates; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

Mr. TOMLINSON presented the petition of 
Daniel Tomlinson, praying for the renewal of a 
patent right; which was referred to the Committee 
on Manufactures. 


On motion of Mr. WRIGHT, the Committee 
on Finance was discharged from the further con- 
sideration of the petition of Ignatius Lucas and 


| others. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. KENT, from the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, to which had been referred the 
bill to extend the time for completing the Wash- 
ington city canal, reported the same without 
amendment. 

Mr. CLAY, from the select committee appoint- 
ed to consider the memorial of certain authors of 
Great Britain, praying for the passage of an act to 
secure to them the profits of their own works, and 
a memorial from certain American authors on the 
same subject, made a special report thereon, 
accompanied by a bill; which was read, and or- 
dered to a second reading. 

On motion of Mr. PRESTON, one thousand ex- 
| tra copies of the report were ordered to be printed. 

Mr. WHITE, from the Committee on Revolu- 
tionary Claims, reported a bill for the relief of the 
legal representatives of Major John Brooks; which 
was read, and ordered to a second reading. 

Mr. WHITE, from the Committee on Indian 
| Affairs, reported a bill to authorize and sanction 
the sales of the Indian reserves, under the treaty 
of 1832 with the Creek Indians; which was read, 
and ordered to a second reading. 
| Mr. NICHOLAS, from the Committee on Na- 
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vel Affairs, to which was referred the petition of | 
Usher Parsons, late a surgeon in the United States 
Navy, reported a bill for his relief; which was read, 
and ordered to a second reading. 

Mr. SEVIER, from the Committee on Pensions, 
made an adverse report on the petition of Gusleim | 
Wakeman. 

Mr. NILES, from the Committee on Revolu- | 
tionary Claims, made an adverse report on the | 
retition of the heirs of Lieutenant Colonel Thomas 

lackwell. 


RESOLUTION SUBMITTED. 


Mr. PRESTON submitted the following reso- 
lution; which lies on the table one day for con- 
sideration : 

Resolved, That the President be requested to 
-ommunicate to the Senate the proceedings of the 
Court of Inquiry recently held at the city of Fred- 
erick, by virtue of orders No. 65 and No. 68, so 
far as the same relates to the causes of delay in 
opening and prosecuting the campaigns in Georgia 
and Alabama in the year 1836. 


BILLS PASSED. 


The following bills were severally read the third 
time and passed: 

The bill making appropriationsfor the construc- 
tion of the Cumberland road, in the States of Ohio, 
Indiana, and Illinois; 

The bill to make payment to the militia and vol- 
unteers of Kentucky, Tennessee, Alabama, and 
Mississippi, who were called into service and dis- 
charged before marching; and 

The bill to increase the present military estab- | 
lishment of the United States. 

A debate took place on this last-mentioned bill, 
in which it was opposed by Messrs. CALHOUN 
and CRITTENDEN, and supported by Messrs. | 
BENTON and LINN; and the question on the 
passage of the bill was decided in the affitmative, 

y the following vote: 

YEAS—Messrs. Benton, Brown, Buchanan, 
Clayton, Cuthbert, Ewing of Illinois, Fulton, 
Grundy, Hubbard, King of Alabama, Linn, Lyon, 
Niles, Nicholas, Norvell, Parker, Rives, Robin- 
son, Sevier, Strange, Tallmadge, Tipton, Walker, | 
Wall, White, and Wright—26. 

NAYS—Messrs. Calhoun, Clay, Crittenden, 
Ewing of Ohio, Kent, King of Georgia, Knight, | 
Moore, Prentiss, Robbins, Southard, Swift, Tom- | 
linson—13. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


On motion of Mr. WHITE, the Senate went | 


into the consideration of executive business; after | 
which it adjourned. 


HOUSE OF RERESENTATIVES. 
Tuurspay, February 16, 1837. 

The following resolution, reported on Tuesday | 
by Mr. Reywotps, of Illinois, from the Committee | 
on Roads and Canals, was taken up and adoptrd: | 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be in- | 
structed to cause surveys and examinations to be | 
made of the Alleghany river, from, Pittsburg to | 
Olean; of the lilinois river, from its mouth to the | 


termination of the canal; and of the Kaskaskia || 
river, from its mouth to Vandalia, the seat of gov- || 


ernment of the State of lilinois; and report the | 
same to Congress. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. TALIAFERRO, from the Committee of || 


Claims, reported a bill for the relief of William 
Clark; which was read twice and committed. 

Mr. STORER, from the Committee on Revo- | 
lutionary Pensions, reported a bill for the relief | 
of Anne Bloomfield; which was read twice and 


committed. | 


Mr. STORER, from the same committee, also | 
reported a bill for the relief of Huldah Pennyman; 
which was read twice and committed. 


Mr. GILLET, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, reported, with an amendment, Senate bill || 


**to allow drawbacks on duties on imported hem 
when manufactured into cordage and exported ;”’ 





Whole on the state of the Union. 
Mr. MERCER, from the Committee on Roads | 
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nd Al randrie Rail dC to ir | 
and Alexandria Railroa omgeny extend their 1 a large number of the citizens of New Bedford, 


' railroad from the line of the District of Columbia 
to the termination of the Baltimore and Ohio Rail- 


road company, in the city of Washington, and 


for other purposes; which was read twice and 
committed. 

Mr. MORGAN, from the select committee to 
‘which the memorial on the subject had been 
referred, reported a bill for the relief of Peter Yar- 
nall _ others; which was read twice and com- 
mitted. 


Mr. RUSSELL, from the Committee of Claims, 
made an unfavorable report on the memorial of 
Charles B. Bristol, for payment of judgment ren- 
dered against the collector of the port of Oswego; 
which report was ordered to lie on the table. 


Mr. RUSSELL, from the same committee, 
made an unfavorable report on the petition of Joel 
Bunt, asking the passage of a law to satisfy judg- 
ment by one Bristol, in consequence of his acts in 

| enforcing the embargo law of the United States. 

Mr. SHIELDS, from the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads, made an unfavorable 
report on the petition of E, Smith, of Kentucky; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 


On motion of Mr. E. WHITTLESEY, the 
Committee of Claims was discharged from the 
further consideration of the petitions of Jonathan 
L. Bean and N. 8S. Hughes; and the petitions 
were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. SCHENCK, from the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions, made unfavorable reports on the 
petitions of John Ellis, Jeremiah Taylor, Tillson 


|| Barrows, David W. Hawley, and Philo Stoddard; | 
which reports were severally ordered to lie on the | 


table. 


Mr. W.S. MORGAN, from the Committee on 
Revolutionary Pensions, made an unfavorable 


| report on the petition of Benjamin Bybe; and, also, | 


on his motion, the committee was discharged from 


the further consideration of the petition of John | 
Hammon, of Ohio; which unfavorable report and | 


petition were ordered to lie on the table. 


Mr. BEALE, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, made an unfavorable report on the pe- 


tition of Augusta Gauban; which was ordered to | 
| lie on the table. 


RESOLUTIONS SUBMITTED. 
On motion of Mr. YELL, 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office | 
and Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the | 


| expediency of establishing a post route from the 


town of Fayetteville, Arkansas, by the way of | 
_Crawfgrd Court-House, to the town of Ozark, to || 
| Scott Court-House; and also a post route from | 

Fort Smith to Scott Court-House; and also a post | 
| route from Clinton, Van Buren county,to Marion | 
'Court-House; and from Wynnyad Post Office to | 
| Benton Court-House; and that the Committee on || 


| the Post Office and Post Roads be instructed to 

inquire into the cause of the frequent failures of 
| the mail between Memphis and Little Rock, and 
| the expediency of remedying the evil by a more 
| certain and expeditious conveyance of the mail in 
steamboats or otherwise. 


concurred in: 


Resolved, That the Committee of Claims be dis- || 


charged from so much of the claims as relates to 
pack-saddles and wanties that have been received 


by the United States, and that the same be referred || 


| to the Quartermaster General’s Department. 
Resolved, That the committee be discharged from 
the residue of the claim, and the papers lie on the 
table. 


Mr. SHIELDS asked the consent of the House 
to offer a resolution changing the daily hour of 
meeting from and after this day to ten o’clock, a. 
m.; but it was objected to. 

PETITIONS, MEMORIALS, ETC. 


Mr. CARTER, on leave, presented some papers 


j 


| in relation to a private claim. 
which was committed to the Committee of the || 


Mr. LAWLER, on leave, presented a petition 
for a post route. 


Mr. BUNCH and Mr. McCARTY also, on 


and Canals, reported a bill to enable the Falmouth '' leave, presented several memorials. 


Mr. WHITTLESEY, from the Committee of || 
Claims, to which the subject had been referred, | 
reported the following resolutions; which were | 


_ February 16, 


Mr. REED, on leave, presented the petition = 





who represent that letters are frequently sent from 
| St. Helena, the Cape of Good Hope, the coast of 
| Timor, &c., to Great Britain, for the purpose of 
|| being forwarded to the United States. When the 
|| letters arrive at Great Brtiain they are deposited 
'| in the post office, and there remain, as there is no 
| one there to take them out. I have before me an 
| advertisement in an English paper of twenty 
|| letters belonging to the United States. So letters 
| forwarded to the United States for the purpose of 
being sent to Great Britain, remain in our pogt 
offices. The petitioners desire that reciprocal 
arrangements may be entered into between the 
United States and Great Britain, by which each 
shall forward to the other all letters placed in their 
respective offices, as above stated. It is under. 
| stood such an arrangement has been made b 
| Great Britain and France. The petition was re. 
_ ferred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 


| Mr. REED, by leave, presented the memorial 
| of sixty masters of ships, praying for the erection 
|| of two light-houses; one at Cary’s Fort Reef, on 
| the southeastern extremity of the coast of Florida, 
;and one at Sambrero Keys. They recommend 
'| that the light-houses be built on the plan of the 
| Tuscan lights in St. George’s channel. 

Mr. R. said this petition was from men of ex. 
— and great practical knowledge. The 
|| light-houses prayed for, he had no doubt, were of 
|| vast importance as regards lives and property, 
_and he hoped they would receive the particular 
| attention of this Liouse. The petition was referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. ANTHONY asked leave to submit a mo- 
| tion to print an extra number of copies of the 
| Geological Report, but it was objected to. 

SENATE BILLS. 

Mr. BOON, on leave, moved that the bill from 
| the Senate to prohibit the sale of the public lands 
except to actual settlers in limited quantities, and 
| for other purposes, and [at the suggestion of Mr. 
| Parton] also the bill to designate and limit the 
funds receivable for the revenue of the United 
States, be printed for the use of the House; which 
was agreed to. 

At the suggestion of Mr. WHITTLESEY, of 
| Ohio, and by general consent, the House took up 
such bills from the Senate on their first and second 
reading as would not be objected to. 

The following were accordingly taken up, read 
twice, and referred to the appropriate committees: 

A bill to designate and limit the funds receiv- 
able for the revenue of the United States; 

A bill for the relief of the heirs of Frederick 
Seaton; 

A bill authorizing the employment of persons to 
test the usefulness of inventions of boilers for 
steamboats to prevent explosions; 

A bill for the relief of Erastus Fairbanks and 
| Thaddeus Fairbanks; 

A bill in addition to the act to promote the pro- 
gress in science and the useful arts, passed July 
|| 4th, 1836; and 
A bill to alterand amend the act for the punish- 
| ment of certain crimes azainst the United States, 
approved 7th of April, 1790. 


REUBEN M. WHITNEY’S CASE. 


Mr. Whitney being placed at the bar of the 
House, the examination of the honorable Mr. 
FatrFiELD was continued. 

Sixth question by Mr. Bett.—What number of 
interrogatories were propounded by Mr. Peyton to 
| the witness, R. M. Whitney? Howmany before, 
| and how ee question and answer which 
|| gave rise to the altercation alluded to? Did you 
| apprehend danger of insult or personal violence to 
|| said witness, when he reappeared before said 
|| committee, on the part of either Mr. Wise or Mr. 
|| Peyton? State whether they, and each of them, 
|| did not treat him with the courtesy due a witness, 
| as well after, as before that occurrence ? 
|  Answer.—Prior to the difficulty alluded to in the 
|| question, Mr. Whitney had appeared before the 
|| committee, January 12th, 13th, and 14th, when 
|| fourteen interrogatories were propounded to him, 
|| principally by Mr. Peyton. On the 23th ten in- 
|| terrogatories were propounded, the eighth being 
|| the one which called forth the offensive answet. 
‘| He appeared before the committee again on the 
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96th of January, when thirty-eight interrogatories 
= propounded, all by Mr. Peyton, but one. 


Mr. Guoson’s second question in behalf of the 
Committee. —What was the question put to Mr, || letter to 


Whitney, and his answer thereto, to which you 
refer in your answer to the first interrogatory ; and 
what was the vote of the committee, also referred 
to by you 11 pons answer to the same interroga- 
tory; and will you now set this forth to be re- 
ceived in connection with, and asa part of your 
answer to said interrogatory? 

Answer.—The question and answer alluded to 
were as follows, viz: ‘* Did you receive any letter 
‘ of recommendation from R. B. Taney, or did he 
‘in any manner countenance or encourage you in 
‘applying for the agency contemplated; or did he 
‘ positively refuse to recommend, receive, or coun- 
‘tenance you in that capacity, while he was at 
‘the head of the Treasury Department.” 

Answer.—‘* | decline answering this interrog- 
‘atory, more particularly as the individual pro- 
‘pounding it has asserted, positively and publicly, 
‘that the substance of the latter part of it is 
‘true, beginning with ‘ or did he,’’ &c., therefore, 





‘being the party accused, | am not a proper wit- 
‘ness. I think, in justice, that the individual who 
‘has made the allegation, should be called to pro- 
‘ duce his proof.” 

The vote of the committee was, ‘‘ that the fore- 
‘ going answer to the fifteenth question be returned 
‘to the witness, being no reply to the interroga- 
‘tory, and disrespectful to a member of the com- 
* mittee.” 

Ninth question by Mr. Bert.—Did not the reso- 
lution of the committee, returning the answer of 
the witness (Whitney) as disrespectful to a mem- 
ber of the committee, pass without a dissenting 
voice? 

Answer. —I[t did. 

Tenth question by Mr. Bert.—Look upon the 
journal of the committee, at page 84, and say on 
what day the fifteenth interrogatory was pro- 
pounded? Did not said witness (Whitney) return 
and continue his examination as has been stated 
in your answer just given? Look upon the jour- 
nal, at page 103, and state whether said witness 
did not voluntarily return and file written com- 
munications, as set forth in pages from 99 to 102 
inclusive, as follows, namely: [Here follows a 
correspondence between R. M. Whitney, J.C. 
Wilkins, J. D. Beers, and John Tillson, Jr.] 
State whether Mr. Peyton did not propound to 
said witness two other interrogatories, at page 103, 
and receive answers as therein set forth, in addi- 
tion to the questions and answers alluded to in 
your last answers. 

Answer.—The fifteenth interrogatory was pro- 
pounded January 25th. Mr. Whitney returned, 
and the examination was continued, as I have 
before stated. Mr. Whitney also voluntaril 
returned and filed the communications as set fort 
in pages from 99 to 102 inclusive, as supposed 
in the question. Two other questions were pro- 
pounded at this time by Mr. Peyton, as set forth 
in page 103 of the journal of the committee. They 
were accidentally omitted by me in my former 
answer, not having received the printed journal 
beyond the 96th page. 

Eleventh question by Mr. Bert.—Did Mr. Pey- 


ton take any exception to that part of his answer || 


which alleges that an insinuation was made in his 
Satoreegnaneere (Nos. 48 to 42) propounded by 
im? 

nswer.—Not to my recollection. 

Twelfth question by Mr. Bett.—Please examine 
the interrogatories propounded by Mr. Peyton to 
the witness, (Whitney,) and the answers thereto, 
commencing with No. 1, and including the fol- 
lowing numbers, designated by a cross on the 
copy of the journal of the committee herewith 
furnished, and say if the course of the witness was 
not considered disrespectful to the committee, and 
especially to Mr. Peyton? 

“Inswer.—I did not consider the answers of Mr. 
Whitney alluded to as disrespectful either to the 
committee or to Mr. Peyton, inasmuch as my 
opinion has been, from the beginning, that he was 
under no legal obligation to answer the interroga- 
tories, or most of them; and as I considered the 
term ‘* inquisitorial”? to be used in a technical 
fense, and not with a disposition to be uncour- 
teous to the committee or any member of it. 
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Thirteenth question by Mr. Bett.—Did not Chief 
Justice Taney, in his evidence before the com- 
mittee, disprove the allegation of the witness in his 

Mr. Duane, late Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, so far as relates to his having, at any time, 


| recommended him (Whitney) asa fit person to be 


an agent of the deposit banks or of the Treasury? 
Answer.—Chief Justice Taney’s evidence is not 
before me, and if it were, it might, perhaps, be 


| questioned whether it was competent for me to say 


what degree of evidence amounts to proof. For 
a further answer of the question, | refer to the 
letter of Mr. Whithey, and the answers of Mr. 
Taney, alluded to in the question, both of which 
are in the possession of the committee. 

Fourteenth question by Mr. Bett.—How far was 
Mr. Peyton sitting from the witness (Whitney) 
at the time of the commencement of the occur- 
rence to which you have alluded? State also 
whether Mr. Peyton was not sitting nearer to the 
witness than any other member of the committee. 
State also whether Mr. Peyton was not standing 
still at the time he had his hand in his bosom, and 
when Mr. Wise apprehended him. 

Answer.—At the commencement of the occur- 
rence alluded to, Mr. Peyton was sitting within a 
few feet of Mr. Whitney, say three to six feet, 


| and was nearer to Mr. Whitney than any other 


| stance, that he was not afraid of 





member of the committee. [ think Mr. Peyton 
was not standing still at the time named in the 
question, but was endeavoring to advance, and 
was resisted in so doing principally by Mr. Wise. 

Fifteenth question by Mr. Bett.—Have you, or 
any other person to your knowledge, had any 
conversation: with the said R. M. Whitney since 
the ocourrence in the committee? If so, did he 
inform you then that he was alarmed, and that 
his fears had induced him to take the course which 
he has done in this matter? State all he said in 


relation to his fears, or the motives which induced | 


his course upon this occasion. 
Answer.—I do not know what conversation 
others have had with Mr. Whitney upon this 


| Subject. [havehad none. I had no acquaintance 


with Mr. Whitney prior to being appointed on 
the select committee, and have since carefully ab- 
stained from conversation with him. Upon one 
occasion, however, since the occurrence of the 
25th of January, | was in the company of Mr. 
Whitney a few minutes, who made some remarks 
upon the subject, not addressed to me particularly. 
So far as I can recollect them, oe were in sub- 

Mr. Peyton at 
the time alluded to; that he (Whitney) was not 
armed at the time, but intended, if Mr. Peyton 
had drawn a weapon, to have sprung forward, 
caught his arm, and flung him into the fire-place. 
This was before he had sent a petition to the 
House, and before his arrest for an alleged con- 


| tempt. 


First question by Mr. Rencner.—In the subse- 
uent examinations before the committee to which 
. M. Whitney was placed to submit, after the 


| occurrence between him and Mr. Peyton, did he 


exhibit fears of personal violence from Mr. Wise, 
or from any other member of the committee? 

“Answer.—I have seen no indications of fear on 
the part of Mr. Whitney. 

Second question by Mr. Rencner.—Was the 
conduct of Mr. Wise, or any other member of the 
committee calculated to create such fears? 

Answer.—Excepting at the time of the occurrence 
of the 25th of January, I answer negatively. 

Fourth question by Counsei..—Did Mr. Wise at 
any time, and when and where, state what was 
his purpose in going round the table, and placing 
himself near the accused, as stated in your answer 
to the first interrogatory? And was the statement 
of Mr. Wise, as to his purpose in that movement 


before or after the accused’s testimony before the | 


committee had been closed ? 


Answer.—I was not present when Mr. Wise | 


made the statement alluded to, in this House, on, 
I think, Saturday, the 4th of February. My in- 


formation was derived from conversation with | 


members who were present, and from the report 


of his remarks in the Globe and Intelligencer of 
| I think the testimony of Mr. Whitney 
had closed prior to¢hat time. 
| Fifth question by Counser.—In your foregoing 
| answers, touching the interrogations propounded | 
ito Mr. Whitney before the committee, do you |, —you shan’t say a word while you are in this 


this city. 
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refer to any questions put to Mr. Whitney by 
Mr. Peyton, or by others of the committee, or to 
any of his answers or refusals to answer, but 
what are recorded in the journal of thecommittee, 
and found in the printed copy of that journal 
referred to in the foregoing interrogations; and is 
that a copy printed by order of the committee? 
If so, annex the whole of it to your answer. 

“Answer.—I have referred to the questions and 
answers, and refusals to answer, which have been 
— by the committee, and to them alone. 

annex the journal so far as it has been printed 
by order of the committee. 

[Here follow from pages 1 to 112, inclusive of 
printed journal of the select committee. | 

Sixth question by Counset.—Is not the evidence 
of Chief Justice Taney, and alsothatof Mr. Duane 
recorded in the journal of the committee ? 

Answer.—I presume it is; but | have run my 
eye rapidly over the printed journal, and do not 
find the evidence there. 

Seventh question by Counset.—Was Mr. Whit- 
ney present at, or ever apprised of, the examina- 
tion of Chief Justice Taney or Mr. Duane, or of 
the nature of their evidence, or to adguce any 
corroboration of his own,in case any discrepancy 
should appear? 

“Inswer.—He was not present, nor was he ap- 
prised of the examination of Mr. Taney and Mr. 
Duane to my knowledge. 





Mr. Hamer’s Testimony. 


First question by the Counsen for the accused.— 
Please state all the circumstances attending the 
dispute and disorder that occurred before the 
select committee, whereof Mr. Gar.anp is chair- 
man, on Wednesday, the 25th of January, and 
state particularly all that was said and done by, 
and the whole demeanor and conduct of R. M. 
Whitney, as a witness attending the committee, 
and Messrs. Wise and Peyton, as members of 
that committee, and all that occurred on that occa- 
sion. 

Mr. Hamer’s answer to the first interrogatory of 
the Counsel.—The following statement is copied 
in part from one made out some days ago, and 
shown to me by the Hon. Mr. Fairfield, a mem- 
ber of the committee, who was present at the 
affair described. It is so far altered as to make 
it accord with my own recollection of the facts, 
and it is substantially true as they occurred. I 
cannot be precise as to the very words used by the 
parties, nor as to the exact order of time in which 
all the events transpired; nor can | pretend to 
relate everything that was said and done during 
the excitement. 

The position of the several persons in the room 
was as described by Mr. Fairfield. The chairman 
and Mr. Peyton between the long table and the 
fire; Messrs. Martin, Gillet, Fairfield, and Wise, 
at the end of the table, either upon or beside the 
sofa, which stands at the left side of the fire-place; 
and myself at the other end of the table, close to 
Mr. Peyton. The witness sat beside a small table 
in the corner, on the right of the fire-place. 

When Mr. Peyton heard the answer to his 
interrogatory read, he turned towards the chair- 
man, and said: ** Mr. Chairman, ! wish you to 
inform this witness that he is not to insult me in 
his answers; if he does, God damn him, | will 
take his life upon the spot.’’ About this time Mr. 
Wise rose from the sofa, and said: ** Yes; the 
damned insolence of this witness is insufferable.’’ 
Mr. Peyton said to Mr. Wise, “‘ Never mind, 
this is my business;’’ and rising and turning 
towards Mr. Whitney, said: ‘*1 want you to 
understand, sir, that I claim fio protection from 
the Constitution, and if you inault me to my face, 
you damned dog, | will take your life.’”’ During 
this time the chairman and others were vainly 
endeavoring to restore order. 

Mr. Peyton turned from the witness, and pres- 
ently said: ** Hitherto | have treated him with 
marked respect; damn him, I have treated him as 
if he had been a gentleman. To be insulted in this 
way by a damned thief.and robber! Damn him, 
he shan’t do it.” About this time Mr. Whitney 
(who, I think, had not said a word before) said: 
«Mr. Chairman, I am here as a witness, and | 
claim the protection of the committee.”” Mr. 
Peyton said: ‘*God damn you, you shan’t speak 
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room; if you do, I will put you to death! You 
shall make your statements in writing.”’ Previous 
to this, Mr. Wise had gone around the table, and 
was standing near the witness; and, immediately 
after this declaration of Mr. Peyton, Mr. Wise 
passed between the witness and Mr. Peyton, and 
seized the latter, saying, ** Don’t Peyton; damn 
him, he is not worth your notice.’”” Mr. Peyton 
endeavored to disengage himself, and replied: 
** Yes he is, when he insults me to my face; if he | 
were a dog, | would notice him.”’ I did not see | 


Mr. Peyton put his hand in his bosom, nor did I | 


see arms of any kind during the affair. 

About this ime Mr. Martin moved to suspend 
the examination, to which I objected, and pro- 
ceeded to address the Chair, amidst frequent 
interruptions, Mr. Peyton resumed his seat, but 
soon turning towards the witness, said: ** Damn 
him, bis eyes are on me—God damn him, he is 
looking at me. He shan’t do it; damn him, he 
shan’t look at me!’’ The chairman directed the 
witness to retire from the room, and he did so. 
I concluded my remarks, and then offered the 
resolution which was adopted by the committee. 
Mr. Peyton apologized to the committee for the 
course he had pursued. The witness was called 
in, and the resolution read to him, when he also 
apologized, as is stated upon the journal of the 
committee. The examination then proceeded, 
and, after a short time, the committee adjourned 
until the next morning. 

Previous to this time, I had seen nothing in the | 
conduct of either Mr. Peyton or Mr. Wise, 
towards the witness, which was at all indecorous 
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| pounded the question. It was calculated to pro- || tion before the committee, both befofe and a 
voke a quarrel, and it was this offense, on the part | the difficulty between him and Mr. Peyton had 
of the witness, which the resolution was intended || occurred; and did not his examination oc 
to rebuke. If witnesses, under the pretext of || much time; and were not most of the ques 


giving reasons for not answering questions, could || 


February 16, 


fter 


cupy 
ti 
propounded by Mr. Peyton after the difficulty 


| be allowed to retort upon the member of a com- || occurred ? 


mittee, or of a court, they might thus heap upon || 
them individually and collectively, whatever odium || 
happened to suit their interest or inclination. | 
Such a practice could not be tolerated before any || 
tribunal; and in this case, it wae resolved to check | 
it at once, 


| sonally unfriendly, the reply would have been con- 


sidered disrespectful; or whether the provocation 


| was sufficient to justify all the scenes which fol- 


and as to which the committee did not feel called 
upon to express an opinion. Such, at least, were 
my sentiments, and so far as I conversed with the 
members, I understood them to be theirs also. 

I understand it has been said that we ought to | 
have brought this affair immediately before the | 
House. It would have been strange if we had. | 
Scenes not unlike it have occurred on several occa- 
sions during the last three years, and the uniform | 


means in its power necessary to produce a recon- | 
ciliation, and restore harmony, sometimes remain- 


| ing in session for hours to accomplish the object. | 


or disrespectful, nor was there anything after- | 


wards, during the course of his examination. 

On the part of Mr. Whitney, | saw nothing 
disrespectful towards either of those gentlemen, 
either before or subsequent to this transaction. I 


did not see the frowns or ecowling looks attributed | 


to the witness; though I distinctly recollect that 
Mr. Peyton complained of them at the time. 
Nor did I see Mr. Whitney’s hand in his pocket 
during the affair, though I did not watch him nar- 
rowly; for, believing that he assumed a defensive 
attitude, and would not rush upon Mr. Peyton, 
my attention was rather directed to bim; intending, 
if he attempted, in the excitement of the moment, to 
move upon Mr. Whitney, to step between them, 
and endeavor to prevent aconflict. Mr. Wise in- 
terposed, and saved me the necessity doing so. 
As to Mr. Wise’s intention of shooting or killing 
the witness, I neither saw nor heard anything of 


in a public conversation, as well as in the House, 
and in language similar to that used on the floor. 
With the exception of his first movement, his 
course seemed to me, at the time, to be rather 
peaceful than otherwise; and dictated by a desire 


to prevent a personal renconter between Mr. Pey- | 


ion and the witness. I do not recollect any other 
material circumstance; but, after what has been 
said, both in the House and in the publications of 
the day, it is but an act of justice to myself to add 
a few words in regard to the proceedings of the 
committee. 
Before this period we had received and read | 
Mr. Whitney’s protest, in which he assigns his 
reasons, at large, for not answering certain classes 
of questions. His examination progressed with 
this protest before us; and when he declined an- | 
swering certain classes, as he often did, it was, of 
course, for reasons set forth in that paper; and it 
was deemed unnecessary and improper for him to 
ive reasons for declining, in each case, when he 
did not choose to answer an interrogatory. 
Again: it was well known that Mr. Peyton had, 
more than once, denounced the witness in very 
strong terms, on the floor of the House of Repre- 
sentatives, and that the latter had, but a few days 
prior to this affair, published a ‘* card,’’ in rela- 
tion to Mr. Peyton, which was couched in very 
offensive language. They were not on speaking | 
terms. All the questions, answers, and sugges- 
tions which passed between them were transmitted | 
through thechairman. Undersuch circumstances, | 
it was believed to be not only an obvious violation | 
of the rules of propriety, but ‘‘ disrespectful,’ for | 
the witness, after refusing to answer an interroga- | 
tory, to proceed to give reasons for his refusal, 
which reflected personally upon the members, who, 
by the permission of the committee, had pro- | 


. 


We but followed the example of the honorable || 


body whose committee we were, and effected a 

restoration of order and harmony, which enabled | 

us to proceed with our business. 
In submitting a statement, which isto be recorded 


| and published, it is due to the occasion, and to the 
| part I bore in the proceedings, to add these explan- || 
/atory remarks to the narrative of facts which I || 


have given as testimony. 
Second question by CounseL.— What was Mr. 


the committee; was any indecorum or disrespect | 


| on his part towards the committee, or any memn- | 


| ber of it, observed or complained of, or in any 


| 
| 


manner censured by the committee? 
nswer.—His conduct was respectful; with the | 
exception of this affair between him and Mr. | 
Peyton. In that case, the committee returned his | 
answer as disrespectful. 
Third question by CounseL.—Please state wheth- 


whole of the unhappy scene in question, was, or 


| was not,.cool, collected, and forbearing; whether | 
it that evening; but heard him avow it afterwards, | 


he did, or did not, manifest by word, deed, or 


gesture, or by what word, deed, or gesture, any | 


disposition to assault Mr. Peyton. Please de- | 
scribe such circumstances of his posture and man- 


| ner, as may go to show whether he meditated 





|of R. M. Whitne 


| assault, or stood on the defensive merely ? 


Answer.—Mr. Whitney was apparently cool | 


| and forbearing. I sa wno disposition manifested | 


on his part to become an assailant. 
First question by Mr. Catnoon, of Kentucky.— | 


| Did, or did not, Mr. Wise endeavor to prevent 


any collision between Mr. Peyton and R. M. | 
Whitney, by slipping in between them, and laying 
his hands upon Mr. Peyton, and pushing him 
back from his position ? 
Inswer.—He did. 
Second question by Mr. Catnoon, of Kentucky.— | 
Did, or did not, Mr. Wise privately request the | 


members of the committee not to rise until after a || 
| sufficient time was allowed after the examination 
was closed to enable him || 
| (Whitney) to withdraw from the committee room, || 
1} 


so as to prevent the witnessand Mr. Peyton being 


| thrown together, without the presence of the com- || 
| mittee to restrain them? and did not Mr. Wise, | 
| at the time, declare that his object was to prevent 
a collision between the parties ? 


-Answer.—He expressed such sentiments to me. | 

Third question by Mr. CaLwoon, of Kentucky.— 
Did Mr. Wise do more than denounce the inso- 
lence of R. M. Whitney to the committee? And, 
in attempting to pacify Mr. Peyton, did he more | 
than say to him that R.M. Whitney was not 
worth his notice ? 

-Inswer.—He made other remarks, but I do not 
recollect them. . 

Fourth question by Mr. Catnoon, of Kentucky.— 
Did, or did not, Mr. Wise and Mr. Peyton treat R. | 





M. Whitney with perfect respect in his examina- | 


1] 
Whether, as between parties who were not per- | 
| 


|| Mr. Peyton. 








Answer.—They treated him with respect, both 
before and after; his examination occupied much 
time, and I believe most of the questions were 
asked afterwards. The journal will answer the 
latter inquiry. 

Fifth question by Mr. Catnoon, of Kentucky.— 
Had you, or had you not, seen Mr. Whitney’s 
card in the Globe of the 5th of January last. 

{This card is given in Mr. Fairfield’s testj- 


| mony. } 
lowed, were other and very different questions, | 


And do you not know or believe that Mr. Pey. 
ton had seen said card, or was informed of its 


contents; and did not the answer to the question 
| which preceded the difficulty involve the truth of 
| the charges which the card of Mr. Whitney pro. 
| nounced to be false, and for the uttering of which 
| he pronounced Mr. Peyton a calumniator? 


/nswer.—I had seen the ‘card,’ and so had 
He took the Globe out of my hand 


| toread the ‘* card,’’ and conversed with me about 
practice of the House has been to resort to every | 


it in the committee room. I understand the an- 
swer of the witness as referring to that ‘ card,” 
or to the charge discussed and denied in that pub- 
lication. 

First question by Mr. Incersot, —What lan- 


| guage did R. M. Whitney use immediately before 
| the interposition of Mr. Peyton? 


Answer.—None that I have heard. 
Second question by Mr. Incersott.—What lan- 


‘guage did Mr. R. M. Whitney use immediately 


before the witness says, ‘* Mr. Peyton rose and 
addressed the chairman ?”’ 
Answer.—He did nothing immediately after Mr, 


n || Peyton rose. 
| Whitney’s general demeanor as a witness before | 


Question by Mr. Bett.—W hen Mr. Peyton was 


called to order by the chairman of the committee 
| for the first remarks made b 


him in reference to 
Mr. Whitney, did he not take his seat, and con- 
tinue sitting until Mr. Whitney rose and com- 
menced speaking ? 

Answer.—l think not. I believe he had been 
seated, though, before Mr. Whitney commenced 


|| speaking. At the time the witness spoke, I be- 
|| lieve Mr. Peyton was standing. 
er the conduct of Mr. Whitney, throughout the || 


Second question by Mr. Bett.— When Mr. Pey- 


|| ton rose the second time, did he advance across 


a line drawn from his chair towards the fire-place, 
calling him off from R. M. Whitney? Could 
you, at the instant of time when Mr. Peyton put 
his hand to his bosom, see the right hand of Mr. 
Whitney? If yes, was it not thrust into his 
pocket, with the left foot advanced? 
Answer.—He did not. 1 did not see his hand to 
his bosom, nor did I see the right hand or left foot. 
Third question by Mr. Bett.—Did you occupy 
a position which enabled you to see the offensive 
look or scowl of the witness, R. M. Whitney, 
which he cast upon Mr. Peyton, if any, at the 
time of handing his answer to the chairman? 
Answer.—I did not see his face at that moment. 
Fourth question by Mr. Bert.—Did not Mr. 


| Peyton complain that the witness, R. M, Whit- 


ney, had insulted him by his look at the time? 

Answer.—He did. 

Fifth question by Mr. Beti.—lIf it had been Mr. 
Peyton’s intention to draw a weapon upon Mr. 
Whitney, had he not ample time to do so?, 

-Answer.—He had. 

Sixth question by Mr. Bett.—What number of 


| interrogatories were tee by Mr. Peyton 


to the witness, R. Whitney? How many 
before, and how many after, the question and 
answer which gave rise to the altercation alluded 


'to? Did you apprehend danger of insult or per- 


sonal violence to said witness, when he reappeared 
before said committee, on the part of either Mr. 
Wise or Mr. Peyton? State whether they, and 
each of them, did not treat him with the courtesy 
due a witness, as well after as before that occur- 
rence? ; 

Answer.—The journal of the committee will 
show the number of questions propounded before 
and after. 1 apprehended no danger to the wit- 
ness when he reappeared. He was treated cour- 
teously, both before and after what occurred, by all 
the members of the committee. 
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LL AL a 7 . cael a 
Seventh question by Mr. Bect.— Was there nota | Tenth question by Mr. Bert.—Have you read, 


rule of the committee that all questions should be 
reduced to writing, and propounded through the 
chairman to witness, if not objected toby a mem- 


ber of the committee; and that all answers of wit- || 


nesses should be returned in writing through the 
same channel? And was it not remarked by Mr. 
Peyton that the witness must answer in writing, 
and that he should not address the committee in 
any other way? 


interrogatory ? 
eo Eighth question by Mr. Bet.—Had, or had not, 


said witness refused to answer several questions | 


ut to him by Mr. Peyton, before the one above 
alluded to, characterizing them as inquisitorial, 
which questions had been decided by the commit- 
tee as proper to be propounded ? 
Answer.—He had. 
First question by CommirTEE.— Was, or was not, 
the deportment of Mr. Peyton that of a man who 


did not intend to make an attack, but desired to | 


deter another, and make him desist from insulting 
remark and conduct? 


Answer to Mr. Guorson’s first interrogatory in | 
behalf of the Committee.—His deportment was angry 


and violent. I cannot say what were his motives 


or intentions. 


Ninth question by Mr. Bett.—How far was Mr. | 


Peyton sitting from the witness (Whitney) at the 


time of the commencement of the occurrence to | 


which you have alluded? State also whether Mr. 
Peyton was not sitting nearer to the witness than 
any other member of the committee. State also 
whether Mr. Peyton was not standing still at the 
time he had his hand in his bosom, and when Mr. 
Wise approached him. 


Answer.—I cannot tell the precise distance they | 
Mr. Peyton | 


were apart; perhaps five or six feet. 
was nearer than any member except myself. I 
sat at the end of the table, and was quite as near 
the witness, | think,ashe was. At the time Mr. 
Peyton is said to have had his hand in his bosom, 
Idid not see him advance towards the witness by 
taking a step; though he was not entirely still. 


Seeond question ty ComMiTEEE.—What was the || 
r 


question put to . Whitney and his answer 


thereto, to which you refer in your answer to the | 


first interrogatory, and what was the vote of the 
committee also referred to by youin your answer 
to the same interrogatory; and will you now set 
them forth to be received in connection with, and 
as part of your answers to, said interrogatory ? 

Answer.—An extract from the journal of the 
committee will show the question, answer, and 
note. 

Fourth question by CounseL.—In your answer 
to the first question of the accused, you speak of 
Mr. Peyton’s complaining of Mr. Whitney’s 
scowl or looks, at the time. Do you refer to any 
other time, or to any other complaint of Mr. 
Peyton, but what had been stated in the former 
- of your same answer, as uttered by Mr. 

eyton just before the chairman directe 
Whitney to retire, to wit: ‘* Mr. Peyton resumed 
‘his seat, but soon turning towards the witness, 
‘said, damn him, his eyes areon me; God damn 
on he is looking at me; damn him, he shan’t 
*look.”’ 


‘nswer.—I do not refer to the complaint of Mr. || 


Peyton, that the witness’s eyes were upon him, 
&c. Before the committee resumed the examina- 


tion, Mr. Peyton mentioned that at the time the | 


witness handed his answer to the chairman, he 
frowned or scowled upon him, (Mr. Peyton.) I 
think his remarks upon this point were made at 
the time he (Mr. Peyton) was apologizing for his 
conduct. 

First question by Mr. Owens.—Was the pro- 
priety or pertinency of the answer of Mr. Whit- 
ney to the question propounded by Mr. Peyton 
discussed by the committee, or any member of it, 
before or after Mr. Whitney returned from the 
room, or was there any dissenting opinion on the 
subject ? 

“Inswer.—The propriety of the answer was dis- 
cussed in the committee by myself; and opinions 
expressed in regard to it, I think, by others. 
There was no dissenting opinion that | heard, 
from the vote of the committee declaring the an- 
8wer to be an improper one. 
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|; ago. 
‘Answer.—There was such a rule; I have given | 
Mr. Peyton’s words in my answer to the first | 


Mr. | 
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from Virginia and myself. That, sir, is the scope 
and meaning of the question. And here I take 
occasion to say, in justice to my own feelings, no 
less than to those of the honorable gentleman to 
whom it is propounded, that I know him to be 
utterly incapable of having anything to do with 
this transaction; nor do I know whether he is in 
possession of any facts or circumstances which I 
could almost say | know to exisi, tending to prove 
a combination between certain members of this 
body, acting in concert with others out of it, to 
put my friend and myself on trial, instead of the 
accused, as he is technically called. Sir, | wish 
that I could point them out, but I cannot; and that 
_ is the reason why I seek evidence to establish the 
fact of a conspiracy, so unjust in its objects, so 
insidious in its means to attain them, and so dis- 
graceful to the parties concerned. 
The CHAIR said that it was not in order to 
indulge in reflections upon members of the House. 


in the Daily Intelligencer of the 7th instant, the 
statement of Messrs Peyton and Wise, in relation 
to the occurrence in the committee on the 25th 
January? If yea, please state whether their state- 
ments are substantially correct; if you have not 
read the statements in the Intelligencer, please read 
them, and state as before requested. 

Answer.—I read these statements some days 
A comparison of them with the narrative 
which I have just given, will show how far I 
think them correct. I do not know anything 
| further I could add, unless I should give an 
opinion as to their general agreement with my 
own statement. 
|| Eleventh question by Mr. Bett.—Did any mem- 
, ber of this House complain to you of the conduct 
| of the committee in failing to report the proceed- | 

ings in the committee on the 25th of January to 
| the House; and also whether any member of this 
House has avowed to you that his object in sup- || Mr. YELL said he would thank the gentleman 

porting the proposition to bring Mr. Whitney | to name the members. 

before the House, was to go into the examination | Mr. CLAIBORNE, of Mississippi, united in 
_ of the conduct of Messrs. Peyton and Wise upon | that wish. 
| the occasion referred to? | Mr. PEYTON resumed. I unite with both 
-Answer.—Several members of the committee | these gentlemen, Mr. Speaker, in the wish which 
|, have declared to me that the committee ought to. they have expressed. 1, too, want names, and | 

have reported the affair to the House. I do not | mean to have them, if it be possible. Gentlemen 
| recollect that any one has said that his motive in , have heretofore clamored for proof; and, so far as 
|, voting for the investigation, was to examine the | I am concerned, they shall have it. The gentle- 
‘conduct of Messrs. Peyton and Wise. Some /;man from Arkansas (Mr. Yeti] need not have 

gentlemen have expressed the opinion to me, that | assumed a sensitiveness, for which | am sure there 
after all that had been said in relation to this mat- | is no occasion, and call on me for names, which 
ter, it was due to the House and to the country, _ he must have known, for I had just said, that I 
that the facts should be made known asthey really | could not give. 
transpired. ‘| But gentlemen need not expect to get off so 

First question by Mr. Peyton.—Do you under- || soon, and so easily, as they have probably hoped; 
stand from your knowledge of the sentiments of || for if this House or rather the majority of it, do 
the members of this House, that their chief object | not shrink and back out from the position which 
|| in supporting and bringing Mr. Whitney betore | they have taken—and I do trust that they will 
| the House, for an alleged contempt of its author- | not—I dare them to stand uptoit. We will, I 
|| ity, was (to lay the circumstances of the occurrence |, doubt not, have names, and facts too, amply suffi- 

in the committtee room before the world; and from || cient to bear me out in what I have said. If there 
| all you know on that subject, do you believe that || be witnesses to prove that secret conclaves have 
such was the object of any portion of the members | been held with the accused, and that this ** unfor- 
| of this House? If yea, state all the facts and cir- tunate affair,’’ as it has been pathetically called, 
cumstances upon which that understanding and | has been thrust into this Hall, not for the purpose 
| belief rests. || of affecting him, but of putting two members of 
Mr. McKEON remarked, that he objected to | this House mpon their trial—— 
|, the question on the ground that it proposed to ask | Mr. CUSHMAN called the gentleman to or- 
| the witness his opinions on a certain subject. He | der. 
| made opposition with clean hands. Thegentleman | The CHAIR. The gentleman from Tennessee 
from Tennessee (Mr. Peyton] might be assured | is reminded that he must not reflect upon the 
_that he (Mr. McK.) had no wish to extend this || members of this House, or any individual mem- 
| investigation beyond the limits of the issue made | ber of it. 
| by the accused. He (Mr. McK.) had nothing to Mr. PEYTON. [did not allude to any indi- 
do with bringing the accused to the bar. He had, | vidual member, for I have repeatedly said that it 
| from the commencement, arrayed himself against |} was out of my power to do so. 
the arrest of that individual. The great mass of | The CHAIR again reminded the gentleman that 
his political friends were to be found in the minor- | he must not reflect upon the House as a body, or 
| ity oa that question. If Mr. Whitney’s contempt, | upon any of its members. 
however, was to be made the foundation of an|} Mr.PEYTON. Why, sir, it is all conjecture 
examination into the opinions of members of this || on my part. Though there are circumstances 
House, it would establish a principle opening new | strong enough to produce conviction on my mind, 
_ issues in the present controversy, and leading to || that the conduct in this matter—I will not say of 
interminable debates on questions which would || whom—but of gentlemen, is in an attitude as sus- 
inevitably follow that now proposed. He wished | picious as the most damning axa could place it. 
| the matter brought to a close. He appealed to the | This is my conviction. But I want the proof to 
' gentleman who offered it to consider the conse- || satisfy others. I propose and expect—indeed, 
| quence of making inquiry into the private, confi- || have no doubt of being able—to prove by wit- 
dential conversations of gentlemen upon this floor. || nesses—if we can be permitted to examine them— 
| He appealed to him whether it would not be cal- || that there was an understanding—whether proper 
| saiated %0 excite feelings any other than pleasant || or improper, I will not say—between the said R. 
/ between gentlemen where none but those of a M.Whitney and divers honorable members of this 
| friendly nature should exist? Whether it would House. 
| not be converting this House into an inquisitorial | Mr. YELL begged leave just to ask the gentle- 
tribunal, employing the torture to extort opinions || man ‘ : ; 
| from its victims? | The CHAIR interposing, said that it was out 
| Mr. PEYTON said, the gentleman from New || of order for any other member to address the 
| York (Mr. pee ee objects to the questions pro- || House. eres 
_ pounded by me to the witness, on the ground of | Mr. PEYTON. I give way, sir, with pleasure. 
' form, and as calculated to elicit hearsay evidence. || The CHAIR said that it could only be done 
I wish, in the first instance, to set the gentleman || by general consent. 
‘right in that regard. The question is intended || o member objecting, 
| to bring out facts and circumstances within the || Mr. YELL would then ask the gentleman from 
| knowledge of the witness. Facts and circum- || Tennessee, whether, in any part of this traneac- 
| stances going to establish what? Why, whether || tion, from beginning to end, he intended to allude 
| this investigation has been entered into bona fide, | to him (Mr. Y.) either in- the vote which he had 
| or whether it is not rather a shameless fraud, at- || given to bring the accused to the bar, or for any 
| tempted to be perpetrated by the ostensible accused, | other part he had taken in the matter? 
| but real prosecutor, aided and abetted by members || Mr. PEYTON. I will do the gentleman the 
' of this House, to affect the reputation of my friend | justice to say that I never thought of him at all; 


. 





| 
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and if he had not interrupted me by his frequent 
calls for information, I should not have recollected 
that he was in the House. 

Mr. YELL was giad that the gentleman had 


informed the House that no intimacy existed be- | 


tween them. 


Mr. PEYTON. I expect to prove, Mr. Speak- 


er, that this whole proceeding is a contrivance to | 


give Whitney the eclat and triumph of bringing 
my friend and myself to the bar of this House, 
for the purpose of holding us up, so far as that 


object could be effected, to the indignation of this | 
J ’ € 


House and of the country. Sir, there never has 
been any design, other than this, in meng up 
and carrying out this prosecution; and all those 

atriotic appeals, those beautiful apostrophes to 
liberty, those moving pictures of a citizen in vin- 
culis, or in the shambles, which for several days 
past have been addressed to our sympathies, do 
not in fact apply to the accused, as he is called, 
but if to any one, are applicable to my friend from 
Virginia and myself. Possibly I may not be able 


to prove this; but | want at least the opportunity | 


totry. And it is my purpose, if permitted by the 
House, to examine every gentleman whom I may 
believe to possess any information in relation to 
it. If I fail, then, in establishing the facts, it will 
be in consequence of a want of knowledge on the 
part of the witnesses. ‘ 

It seems to me, Mr. Speaker, that there can be 
no question now in regard to the real object of 
this investigation; that it is intended to affect my 
friend from Virginia and myself. And how does 
it happen that we are thus arraigned before the 
Congress of the United States, and before the 
American people, for a contempt of R. M. Whit- 
ney? 
take this direction? This is what I desire to 
know, sir. And if the House permit me, I will 
adduce evidence so irresistible that gentlemen who 
now hold their heads high, will be made to shrink 
and cower before the public indignation. Sir, 
shall I not be permitted to do this? If attacks be 
made upon honest men, in or out of this House, 
are they to be denied the poor privilege of demon- 
strating their fulsehood ? 

Will those gentlemen who seem to take so deep 
and sensitive an interest in the feelings and char- 
acter and honor, yes, sir, the honor of their friend, 
deny us this privilege? Will*they, can they, 
withhold it from us, honorably an 


bers? No, sir; they will not, cannot. My pur- 
pose is to hold them up to the issue which them- 
selves have made. I am ready to go on, and go 
through with my trial—to submit to any ordeal 
of investigatfon, however searching, which may 
be forced upon me. But 1 want justice dealt out 
with an even hand. We who are on trial cannot 
be supposed to knowall the black and disgraceful 
circumstances which belong to this transaction; 
but we wish to prove them by witnesses, and we 
will prove them, if possible, be the consequences 
what they may. 

In conclusion, sir, I repeat that I may make no 
accusations against individuals, because I am in 
possession of no fact implicating individuals by 
name. If I were { woul 
I reiterate again and again my call for the proof; 


and if it be such asI believe it will be, nay, almost || 


know it must be, then let gentlemen, if they can, 
draw the distinction between themselves and their 
friend, R. M. Whitney. 
On motion, the House adjourned. 
| 


IN SENATE. | 
Fripay, February 17, 1837. 
The CHAIR communicated a report from the 
Treasury Department, made in compliance with 
a resolution of the Senate, accompanied by copies 
of letters from the Hon. John Pope, late Gov- 
ernor of Arkansas, relative to the ten sections of 
land granted for public buildings at Little Rock, | 
in said Territory; and 
On motion of Mr.SEVIER, the same were laid | 
on the table, and ordered to be printed. 


MEMORIALS, PETITIONS, ETC. 


The CHAIR communicated a memorial from a | 
number of citizens of the city of Washington, | 
praying that the building for the Post Office | 


By what indirection has it been made to | 


compatibly | 
with their sense of justice as men and as mem- | 


make it known. But || 


iy ~ . a ie iy 
Department, to be erected, may be erected on the || 


| site occupied by the ruins of the old one; which 
_was referred to the Committee on the Post Office 
_and Post Roads. 


Perry; which was referred to the Committee on 
| Revolutionary Claims. 
Also, the petition of sundry citizens of Nan- 


tucket, praying for the erection of two small light- || * ; 
it was not unusual to make calls in connection 
| with subjects like the present; he had therefore 


houses on that island; which was referred to the 
| Committee on Commerce; and 


| Percival, of the United States Navy; which was 
| referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


Mr. WALL presented che petition of sundry || o¢ inquiry, this was the case. 


'| reputation had been exposed and placed in an 
| equivocal position as far back as June last, when 
| he was superseded in the command of the army 


citizens of New Jersey, praying for the abolition 
| of slavery in the District of Columbia. 


Mr. PRESTON objected to the reception of the | 


petition; and, 


its reception was laid on the table. 


Mr. EWING, of Ohio, presented a memorial 

| from a convention lately held in that State for the 
formation of an anti-slavery society, protesting 
against the recognition of the independence of 

| Texas until slavery shall be abolished by the gov- 

| ernment of that country. 

| Mr. PRESTON objected to the reception of the 

, memorial; and, 

| On motion of Mr. GRUNDY, the question of 

| reception was laid on the table. 

| Mr. PRENTISS presented a petition from sun- 

| dry citizens of Vermont; and 

f. 

| from citizens of Massachusetts. 


reception were laid on the table. 


| Mr. HENDRICKS presented the memorial and | 
joint resolutions of the General Assembly of In- | 


diana, on the subject of the adjustment of claims 
to lands of certain French inhabitants in and near 
| Vincennes; 


| Also, the joint resolutions of the same, instruct- transaction; and whatever might be done, if bear- 


| ing their Senators, and requesting their Repre- 


sentatives, to use their exertions to procure the | 
passage of a law to sell to the State, at the mini- || 
mum price, the alternate sections of land reserved | 


| on the line of the Wabash and Erie canal; 
Both of which were referred to the Committee 
| on the Public Lands. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. GRUNDY, from the Committee on the 
Judiciary,to which had been referred the message 
of the President of the United States, of the 15th 
instant, on the subject of the claim of Stockton 
and Stokes and others, made a special report 

| thereon; which was read. 

Mr. RIVES, from the Committee on Naval Af- 
| fairs, to which had been referred the petition of 
| Getano Carusi, reported a bill for his relief; 
which was read, and ordered to a second reading. 


Mr. TOMLINSON, from the Committee on 
| Pensions, reported a bill extending pensions to 
certain widows; which was read, and ordered to 
a second reading. 

Mr. KENT, on leave, introduced a bill for the 
| relief of the heirs of David Peter and William 
nents deceased; which was read twice and re- 
ferred. 


COURT OF INQUIRY ON GENERAL SCOTT. 


The following resolution, submitted yesterday 
by Mr. Preston, was considered: 
Resolved, That the President be requested to 





| communicate to the Senate the proceedings of the 


_ court of inquiry, recently held at the city of Fred- 

| erick, by virtue of orders No. 65 and No. 68, so 

| far as the same relates to the causes of delay in 

| opening and prosecuting the campaigns in Geor- 
gia and Alabama in the year 1836. 

Mr. PRESTON said that it was with a deep 
feeling of regret he had seen in the official paper 
of yesterday a communication from the President 
of the United States, relative to the result at which 
the court of inquiry, convened at Frederick, had 
arrived in reference to the case of General Scott. 
He could wish to see removed the imputation at 

present resting against the character of that brave 


Mr. DAVIS presented the petition of Mercy | 


Also, the petition of Master Commandant John | 





WEBSTER presented several petitions | 


Mr. PRESTON objected to their reception; and, | 
| On motion of Mr. GRUNDY, the questions of | 
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| On motion of Mr. GRUNDY, the question of | 
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| individuals suc 
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and gallant officer removed at once; and he was 
disappointed at not seeing in the communication 


_in question such an expression of feeling as wou!q 
| ° ini 
| have indicated the favorable opinion of the Ey. 


ecutive as regarded the result of the inquiry into 
the conduct of General Scott. 
Under ordinary circumstances, he (Mr. P. 


| should be the last to movein a matter of this kind; 


but, in looking at the precedents existing, he found 


made this call for the satisfaction of Congress anq 
of the public. And he believed that if ever there 


_ was an occasion for Congress and the people to 


know what had been done in reference to a court 
General Scott's 


in the Creek war. He was superseded in conse. 
uence of a letter written by Major General Jesup, 
irected to the editor of the Globe, and marked 
‘* private,”? but which that individual showed to 
the President of the United States, and it was 


| afterwards published to the world. The result of 


these proceedings was, that General Scott, in the 
performance of his duty, was recalled, and ar- 
raigned before a court under certain charges. And 
not only had he, who occupied so high a station 


| in our ‘army, which he won through blood and 


slaughter, been thus superseded in his command, 
and laid under this suspicion, to say the least of 
it, but the subordinate officer who penned a letter 
to the publisher of a Washington newspaper has 
been savusesd tothecommand. Yes, his accuser 
had been taken from his legitimate sphere, and 
placed in a situation where he would have an op. 
ortunity of reaping those laurels which General 
Scott himself might have reaped, had he been 
allowed to retain his command. 
He (Mr. P.) had looked at the results of the 


court of inquiry, on many accounts, with great 
| anxiety, not only as concerned the distinguished 
| General himself, but the honor and character of 


the country, which were deeply implicated in this 


ing the character of injustice to him, it was injus- 
tice to us and our national character. We should 
be deficient in proper pride, and in gratitude to 
as he, who have rendered so 
many important services to the country, if we did 
not take care to see that they have justice dealt 
them fairly and impartially. 

The President of the United States, it appeared, 
had thought proper to publish his dissent of the 
proweacinge of the court of inquiry, which Mr. P. 

elieyed not to be entirely finished. He conceived 


| the proceedings of the court to be private, unless 


the Executive should think proper to make them 
known. The seal of secrecy having then been 
broken, and the President having published to the 
world the secret, with his opinions upon the pro- 
ceedings of the court, it struck him (Mr. P.) that 
Congress was placed in a situation to demand the 
testimony, and to give their opinion upon it. 

He would not array the names of any individuals 
before the country. His anxiety was on account 
of General Scott, as allied to the dignity, pride, 
and sense of honor of the Army. He would have 
the voice of the people heard on the subject, if any 
improper proceeding had taken place. Nay, he 
would go further; he would have it corrected by 
Congress. Mr. P. concluded by expressing his 
hope that the Senate would indulge him in allow- 
ing him to call for the information he desired. 

r. CRITTENDEN remarked that he would 
wish that General Scott should have ample justice 
done him for all the wrongs he had suffered; and 
intimated his impression that the papers had 
probably been remitted to the court, consequently 
the Senator’s resolution, if adopted, would be 
unavailing. 

Mr. WRIGHT said that if the resolution should 
be referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
they would be able to ascertain whether the Sen- 
ator’s object could be accomplished; but it was 

robable that the proceedings had been referred 
pack to the court of inquiry. Mr. W. then moved 
that the resolution be referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Mr. PRESTON was glad to see that gentle 
men concurred with him in getting the papers 
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If, however, the President should not be able to | 
answer the call of the Senate, why then there was | 
an end to the matter. ; 
Mr.BENTON regarded the resolution as calling || 
for proceedings in a case which had not yet) 
terminated. e presumed that the proceedings | 
gent to the President had been remitted to the || 
court. It was, therefore, an unfinished affair. | 
And he should consider it an act of usurpation, 
on the part of Congress, to take the matter out of | 
the hands of the constituted authorities, who had | 
not yet finished their action on it. That would | 
be doing nothing less than to forestall public | 
opinion, and the public judgment, with respect to 
the inquiry. He held it was the duty of Congress | 
to refrain from expressing their opinion upon the 
facts, until the President should have approved or || 
disapproved of the opinions of the court. And, || 
if the resolution was to pass at all, it should con- | 
tain this proviso: ‘** Provided the proceedings of 
the court of inquiry are finished.”’ | 


Mr. PRESTON said, whether the affair was 
finished or unfinished, he could not take upon 
himself to say. But this he would say, that he | 
had not been able to find a single instance in | 
which the President had published his decision 
upon the proceedings of a court of inquiry until | 
they were finished. Well, then, as the President | 
had published this communication in the Globe, 
it might be presumed that finished the affair. Be | 
that as it might, he conceived there was no good || 
ground for the assertion which had been made, 
that to send the Senate the papers called for would | 
be to forestall the President in his decision, which || 
he (Mr. P.) imagined to have been set forth in 
the official paper eee: 

Mr. CUTHBERT presumed that his friend from | 
South Carolina (Mr. Preston] would himself, 
be of opinion that there should be no proceeding | 
on the part of Congress which would mingle up 
military matter with political feelings; and there 
could be nothing more at war with the chivalrous 
character of the soldier than to embroil him in 

olitical strife. This being confessed, it would || 
~ most unfortunate for the Senate to rush pre- | 
cipitately into matters of this kind, involving our || 
officers in difficulties so uncongenial with their 
pursuits or their feelings, which it would be easy || 
to commence, but which could not be terminated | 


| 


at their pleasure. The only matter which it ap- |! 
peared that his friend from South Carolina objected || 
to was the form given to the subject by the publi- | 
cation of the President’s opinion. It was not the 
reference that the gentleman objected to; nor did || 
he assert that the President was in error; but he | 
only complained that the publication of the Pres- | 
ident’s opinion would operate injuriously on Gen- || 
eralScott. Thegeneral, he believed the universal, || 
practice of courts of inquiry, was to furnish an | 
abstract of the evidence given before it, with the 
reasoning connecting that evidence together. That 
was not the course pursued by this court. A bare 
acquittal was rendered, without giving the facts 
on which it was founded, and an opinion was 
presented as to the general complexion of the evi- | 
dence, without a reference to the facts which led | 
to the formation of that opinion. Such a general | 
report would not be satisfactory to the public, and | 
was not doing justice to General Scott himself; || 
and it surely would be desirable to his friends 
that the court should present an abstract of the | 
evidence, in order that the country might render | 
the same verdict of acquittal. There was another 
point in the proceedings of this court to which he | 
would call the attention of the Senator from South || 
Carolina, and that was the extreme irregularity | 
by which they referred’ to matters not properly || 





before them, and commented with extraordinary || 


| apprehended that the reputation of General Scott | 
| was composed of too durable materials to be affect- || 
ed bya little delay, and that he entertained no | 





bitterness on the conduct of General Jesup. || 

ere they assembled to inquire into the conduct 
of General Jesup? ‘Were they authorized to pro- 
nounce censure on him in relation to a matter || 
with which they had nothing to do? The very 
circumstance of their having traveled out of the 
line of their duty, and referred, without any 
authority whatever, to the conduct of an officer 


not before them, was a sufficient reason why the || of inquiry to pass censure on witnesses, called 


President should send back to them the record of 
their proceedings. It appeared to him that it was 
unfortunate for the well-being of the Army that a 
Spirit of faction and rivalry had been in more than 
one instance manifested; and he thought that 





Congress, so far from entering into any proceed- 
ings which might seem to give countenance to 


feelings of jealousy and ill-will on the part of our || 


officers to each other, ought to do ail in its power 
to discourage them. 


Mr. BENTON observed that the court had not 
acted according to the order under which it was 


_ convened, and that was to report the facts grow- 


ing out of the inquiry with their opinions thereon. 
The disapproval of the President, then, was on 
account of the non-compliance with the order. 
Mr. B considered the case as fully before the court 
of inquiry as it was before; as much so as though 
they had made no report on the proceedings. He 
repeated that it would be an act of usurpation on 


|| the part of the Senate to interfere and forestall 


public opinion before the President’s opinion was 

expressed. The President’s opinion, as expressed | 
in the communication published in the Globe of 

yesterday, disapproves of the conduct of the 

court, not of the officer alluded to. 

Mr. PRESTON made a few remarks expressive 
of his regret that the Senator from Georgia [Mr. 
Curnsert] should have made the observations he 
had as to the spirit of rivalry and jealousy actua- 
ting the officers of the Army. He (Mr. P.) had 
said nothing to call forth the remark, nor had he 
entered into any comparison of the military talents 
of Generals Scott and Jesup. 

Mr. RIVES was desirous that a course should be 


| taken which would have the effect of awarding to 
|| that distinguished officer (General Scott) the full 
/ measure of justice. He (Mr. R.) did not wish 


that any act should be done by this body which 
would be nugatory. If it were true, however, that 


' the proceedings in relation to the case of General 


Scott had been remitted to the court, the adoption 
of the resolution in question would be nugatory, 


;| and could produce no result. Now he thought the 


proper reference of it would be to the military 
committee. He could not agree with the Senator 
from Missouri—the expression was too strong— 
that it would be an act of usurpation to forestall 
the opinion of the President, but he would say, 


| that it might be irregular. Mr. R. then went on 
|| to say that he felt deeply in regard to the charac- 


ter of General Scott, and he did not doubt, what- 
ever might be the decision of the President, the 


|| nation would do him justice. But he (Mr. R.) 


was desirous that this military question might not 
be mingled with anything of a political character. | 
He believed that there would be very little delay, 
so far as the case of General Scott was concerned, 
the papers being referred back, merely for the 
purpose of collating, and affording an opportuni- 
ty to the court to give the information, not fur- 
nished, to enable the President to judge of the 
facts, and thereby make up an opinion. Mr. R. 


doubt the General would have justice done him. 


He thought the resolution should go to the Com- || 


mittee on Military Affairs. 
Mr. CUTHBERT knew that it was not impossi- 


ble but that a Senator, out of personal vanity, and | 


in the mere struggle for victory, might continue a | 


debate after all the arguments on either side had || 


been exhausted, and long after the whole Senate 


avoid taxing the patience of the Senate by an un- || 


necessary recapitulation of what had already been 
touched upon, and what was well understood, and, | 
with one single observation, would resume his | 
seat. His friend from South Carolina [Mr. Pres- 
Ton] took up the paper purporting to be the de- 


| 
| cision of the court, and asked, were not these (the | 


parts read by him) facts stated by thecourt. He 
(Mr. C.) would answerno. It was the opinion to | 
which the court came from an examination of a | 
mass of facts, and not a statement of the facts | 
themselves. His friend thought that with regard | 
to General Jesup, this court had done nothing not | 
warranted by the circumstances of the case, and | 


not in accordance with the practice of courts-mar- | 
tial. Was this so? Was itthe practice of courts 
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right whatever to pass censure on the previous 
conduct of that officer. 

Mr. STRANGE thought it must be apparent 
that the call made by the Senator from South 


|| Carolina could be attended with no good, and 


| probably might result in great mischief. The 
matter was yet inchoate—was not concluded. 
When the investigation should have been closed 
by the proper tribunals, and if it should seem that 
injustice had been done, it would then be time 
enough for the National Legislature to act. The 
Sree from South Carolina disapproved of the 
resident having published the communication 
relative to the court of inquiry. Why, if the 
President had published his decision, and given 
| no reasons for it, there would doubtless have been 
great complaint made. But he had done no such 
thing. He did not say that he disapproved of the 
conduct of General Scott, or that he might be 
guilty, or not guilty. Ele merely says: ‘1 do not 
‘ affirm the decision of the court of inquiry, because 
‘they have not given me sufficient evidence to de- 
| * cide upon the case. A court-martial is to obtain 
‘ facts; and I cannot decide whether their judgment 
‘is rightor wrong until | see the facts.”’ ‘The Pres- 
ident says, in express terms, that the court say 
there was delay; but who caused it dic not appear. 
Neither did the court say what they considered 
‘‘unnecessary delay.’’ ‘ Now, all this (says the 
‘ President) is necessary to be understood, and 
‘ therefore, I refer the matter back to the court, in 
‘ order that they may give me the information I re- 
‘quire. They may be right, or may be wrong, for 
‘aught that appears. I leave General Scott as he 
* was before the investigation.”’ 

Mr. 8S. asked whether it could be complained 
that the President has caused the delay? Not at 
all. He left the character of the accused precise- 
ly as it was. He(Mr.S.) did not think it exact- 
ly fair that the gentleman from South Carolina 
should assail the character of a man (General 
Jesup) not before the Senate. Ele thought it ill 
became gentlemen to find fault with the President 
for being desirous to shield the reputation of one 
citizen when they were so anxious to shield the 
reputation of another. It was time enough for 
the court-martial to animadvert on.the conduct of 
the other gallant officer when he should be before 

| them; and he must say that the court did step out of 
their way in doing so, for it was not a matter for 
their consideration then. So far as General Scott 
was concerned, Mr. 8. thought, that by pursuing 
the course desired by the gentleman from South 

| Carolina, injury might be done him, rather than 
good. Believing, therefore, that the call was pre- 

| mature, he would move to lay the resolution on 

the table. Negatived—ayes 17, noes 23. 

| Mr. PRESYON contended there was not a 

shadow of a shade of suspicion that could justly 


|| rest on the military character of General Scott. 


The very men now in Florida were doing precise- 
ly as General Scott said they would have to do. 
hey had found themselves reduced to the neces- 
| sity of domg what his military sagacity foresaw 
| they must do. 

| Mr. CUTHBERT would make no reply to the 
| Senator from South Carolina, but he would put it 
to him if the course he was now pursuing would 


‘| not tend to injure his friend? If General Scott 
|| wished the debate to cease. He should, therefore, | 


| was at Chippewa, was not General Jesup there 
too? If General Scott was at Bridgewater, was 
| not General Jesup also there? And was not his 
fame as dear to every American bosom as that of 
| General Scott? Mr. C., after a handsome eulo- 
| gium on the character and services of General 
| Jesu, deprecated unnecessary comparisons as to 
| the relative merits of the two gallant officers, and 
| hoped that the matter would be permitted to take 
| the course which wisdom and moderation dictated, 
without indulging in useless comparisons. 
Mr. PRESTON denied that he was making 
| comparisons between the two officers. 
| Mr. CUTHBERT said that the whole course 
of the gentleman’s remarks appeared to him to 
have that tendency. 


| On motion of Mr. RIVES, the resolution was 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs— 





before them, for conduct previous to being sum- | ayes 28, noes not counted. 


moned? General Jesup was not before this court 
in any other way than as a witness, and therefore 
though they es a right to examine and weigh 


CLAIMS OF RICHARD W. MEADE. 
The bill for the settlement of the claims of the 


his testimony, and pass upon it, yet they had no || executrix of Richard W. Meade, deceased, was 
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taken up, and after some remarks from Mr. 
CLAYTON, in opposition to the bill, 

Mr. HUBBARD moved to recommit it, with 
instructions to the committee to strike out the 
second section, and insert in lieu of it, ** that if, in 
‘the opinion of the Board, the United States are 
‘in law and equity bound to pay any part of the 
‘original claim, they should report the same to 
‘ Congress at the next session.” 

Mr. BLACK moved to amend the motion, by 
making the decision of the Board final, and order- 
ing the immediate payment of such amount as 
shall be found to be due; and after a debate, this 
amendment was adopted—yeas 25, nays 15; as 
follows: 

Y EAS— Messrs. Bayard, Benton, Black, 
Brown, Buchanan, Clay, Ewing of lilinois, Ewing 
of Ohio, Fuiton, Kent, King ot Georgia, Knight, 
Linn, Lyon, McKean, Mouton, Norvell, Niles, 
Preston, Southard, Spence, Strange, Tallmadge, 
Walker, and Wall—25 

N A YS — Messrs. Calhoun, Clayton, Dana, 
Davis, Hendricks, Hubbard, King of Alabama, 


Page, Prentiss, Robbins, Robinson, Swift, Tipton, | 


Tomlinson, and Wright—17. 

Mr. HUBBARD then, by general consent, 
withdrew his motion to recommit, and the sub- 
stance of the instructions in the motion asamended, 
on motion of Mr. BLACK, was added fo the bill by 
way of amendment; afier which it was passed— 
yeas 28, nays 17; as follows: 

Y EAS — Messrs. Bayard, Benton, Black, 
Brown, Buchanan, Clay, Crittenden, Cuthbert, 
Ewing of Illinois, Ew.ag of Ohio, Fulton, Grun- 
dy, Kent, King of Georgia, Knight, Linn, Mouton 

i 


cholas, Niles, Norvell, Rives, Sevier, Southard, | 


Spence, Swift, Tallmadge, Walker, and Wall— 
28. 

N A YS — Messrs. Calhoun, Clayton, Dana, 
Davis, Hendricks, Hubbard, King of Alabama, 
Moore, Page, Parker, Prentiss, Robbins, Robin- 
son, Strange, Tipton, Tomlinson, and Wright— 
17. 


NEW YORK FIRE. 


Mr. WRIGHT said he rose to ask a favor of | 


the Senate. It was late, and he knew well the 
body was already wearied with the labors of the 
day; but he hoped a compliance with his request 
would not protract the session materially, or 


rove a heavy tax upon the patience of the mem- || 


ers present. He moved that Senate bill No. 88, 
entitled ‘*A bill to remit the duties upon certain 
goods destroyed by fire at the late conflagration 


in the city of New York,”’ be now taken up, and || 


that the orders of the day, general and special, 


previous to that bill, be postponed for that pur- || 


pose. Mr. W. said he would make but a single 
remark, as applicable to his motion. But the bill 
contained a single principle; that of remitting or 
refunding the duties upon goods burned in the 
original packages, as imported. To the details of 
the bill he believed no Senator would find any ob- 
jection, and he was now desirous to make a few 
amendments, purely of detail, and let the bill pass 
informally, if it should be the preference of the 
Senate, to its engrossment; and, upon the third 
reading, the principle of the bill might be consid- 
ered and discussed. He did not propose to bring 
on that discussion now, and should the Senate 
gratify him by taking up the bill, he would promise 
not to occupy its time this evening by debate. 


consideration. 

Mr. W. then moved several amendments, all of 
which were adopted, and all of which (he said) 
were offered in pursuance of suggestions made to 
him by the most respectable committee now in 
attendance in behalf of the suffering merchants, 
or by the persons whom it was proposed to con- 
stitute commissioners for adjudication upon these 
claims. These persons were the district attorney 


and the naval officer of said port. 


The bill, as originally drawn and reported by | 


the committee, required that all the claims should 
be examined, and the testimony and judgment of 


|| with their report of the 
|| the printed files of every Senator. 


of the United States for the southern district of || 


New York, the collector of the portof New York, | 
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timony taken before them, and their decisions 
| upon any one or more of the claims at any time, 


that the Secretary may act upon them, and permit | 
the certificates to issue, while other claims shall || 


be in the course of investigation. 

In addition to these amendments, he had offered 
two additional sections to the bill. The first of 
those sections was to extend to such goods as had 


been partially, but not entirely, destroyed in the || 


original packages, the provisions of the bill, and 
a relief to the owners of such goods proportioned 
to the damage and destruction caused by the same 
conflagration. If the principle of the bill was 
sound, he could see no reason why that principle 
|, should not be extended to these partial sufferers, 
in proportion to their losses, as well as to those 
whose property had been totally destroyed; and 


the section contained an express prohibition | 
against its extension to goods damaged or de- | 


stroyed, after the packages had been broken, and 
the goods taken therefrom. 

The other section (Mr. W. said) was an au- 
thority to the commissioners to employ a clerk, 
who should be paid out of the public Treasury. 

' It had been suggested to him to provide in the bill 
for the payment to the commissioners for their 
services. These persons were all officers of the 
Government, and two of them, the collector and 


naval officer, salary officers; and although thedis- |, 


trict attorney stood upon a somewhat different 


footing, he had concluded, after mature reflection, | 


that it was not best to incorporate into this bill 
any provision for the compensation ofany of these 
officers. It was impossible to say what amount 
of labor it would impose upon them, or how much 
of their time would be required in the performance 
of the duty imposed. Raowiens those officers 
personally as he did, he had the fullest confidence 
that they would all cheerfully discharge the duties 
imposed upon them by the bil], and that without 
any previous provision for compensation beyond 
that pertaining to their existing offices. 
the services shall have been performed, and the 
| labor can be perfectly known, Congress can act 
with certainty in the matter. That these com- 
missioners, however, would require a competent 
clerk, would be apparent to every one. The 


claims were numerous, and the proofs might be | 


voluminous. The returns to the Secretary of the 
Treasury, required by the bill, would require en- 
tire copies of many, if not all, the papers before 
the commissioners, and the issuing of the certifi- 
‘cates provided for would require great clerical 
labor. Hence he had proposed the provision for 
a clerk. 

These amendments having been adopted, Mr. 
CALHOUN inquired of Mr. Wricurt if he could 
| state about the amount of the claims which would 
| be presented under the bill? 


| Mr. W. replied that he thanked the Senator | 


'| from South Carolina for making the inquiry. It 
| had not been, and was not now, his object to dis- 
|| cuss the bill; but the inquiry made it his duty to 

state that a list of the claims, containing the 


| names of the claimants and the amount of each || 
| claim, had been furnished to. the committee, had || 
resented to the Senate | 


| been by the committee 
ill, and was now upon 


| statement, it appeared that there were one hun- 


|| dred and thirty-six individuals and firms claim- 
The question was put, and the bill taken up for | 


ing a return of duties upon goods destroyed in 
original packages, and that the amount of their 
‘claims, in the whole, was $418,747 39. The 
/number and amount of these claims had been 
'thus obtained: Immediately after the fire, a large 


| inquire and ascertain, as far as that could be done, 
the amount of losses and the names of the sufferers. 


1 At that time a list of the sufferers, supposed to be 
nearly perfect, was made. In December now | 


last past that committee had made a call, by a 


tion to Congress. These one hundred and thirty- 


When | 


From the | 


committee of merchants had been appointed to || 


publication in the newspapers of the city, upon | 
|;all persons who had claims for remission of | 
duties upon goods burned, to come in and authen- | 
|| ticate their claims, with a view to their presenta- | 
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| original packages, as imported, the mr clase of 
d 


claims provided for in the bill. In addition to 
this list, (Mr. W. said,) he was informed there 
was another claim, amounting to about $70,000 
| which was not now presented to Congress, because 
'| the subject of the goods destroyed was in litiga. 
tion between the city of New York and the own. 
ers. These were goods destroyed by blowing y 
with powder the buildings in which they on 
|| stored, to arrest the progress of the fire. The 
|| buildings were blown up by the order of the 
|| authorities of the city, and the owners of the 
|| goods thus destroyed were claiming from the cit 
|| entire compensation for their losses. They, there 
|| fore, could not now come before Congress to ask 
| a remission of duties. The city was resigtj 
|, these claims against it; and, until a decision of the 
litigation, it could not be known which of the 
parties would be entitled to the remission. §tjj} 
he was informed, that a claim to the extent he had 
_ named, existed in consequence of the destruction 
| of those goods, and it could not be important to 
_ the United States how the litigation should term. 
inate, as neither the amount nor character of the 
| claim upon this Government would be thereb 
, altered. This (Mr. W_ said) would make the 
|| amount of these claims about $500,000—between 
$490,000 and $500,000. 
There was another uncertainty as to the amount 
| which he would here mention. Certain individ. 
uals and firms, who filed with the committee of 
| merchants claims for remission of duties |ast 
| year, had not yet appeared in pursuance of the 
|, call made in December last to authenticate their 
| Claims. He had already stated that one hundred 
|| and thirty-six individuals and firms had appeared 
| and testified to claims amounting to $418,000, as 
|| the duties upon goods destroyed in unbroken 
| packages asimported. In addition to these, nine- 
| ty-seven individuals and firms had appeared and 
|| testified in the same manner to claims amount: 
ing to $156,394 57, as the duties paid and pay- 
, able upon goods destroyed after the packages had 
|| been broken and the goods distributed in the 
shops. No provision was made or proposed for 
|| this elass of claims. Mr. W. said it was matter 
of deep regret to him that these claimants could 
not be relieved, but the Committee on Finance 
|, had not believed it safe or wise to extend the prin- 
_ cipal of the bill to any other than goods destroyed 
in unbroken packages. In addition to these, 
there was found upon the list of claimants, pre- 
|| pared immediately after the fire, the names of 
| thirty-two individuals and firms who had not ap- 
| peared to authenticate their claims in any man- 
/ner. From the former list it was ascertained that 
| the amount of claims preferred by these thirty- 
| two houses was $67,976 42, but as it was impos- 
sible to say what portion of the sum was for duties 
on unbroken, and what on broken, packages, it 
was notin his power to say how much these 
claims would add to the amountto be drawn from 
| the public Treasury if the bill under consideration 
should become a law. 

Mr. CLAY here suggested adding a proviso to 
some proper section of the bill, that no more than 
a given amount of money should be drawn from 
the Treasury under it, and proposed to fix tliat 
amount at $500,000. 

Mr. WRIGHT aaid, if the honorable Senator 
would make the sum $600,000, as he hoped he 
worms he would accept the amendment, as prv- 
| posed. 

After some conversation, Mr. CLAY adopted 
| Mr. Wricut’s suggestion, and moved the pro 
|| viso, limiting the amount to $600,000. 

Mr. CLAYTON objected to any limitation; and 
upon taking the vote, the amendment was negt- 
| tived; when the bill was ordered to be eng 
|| for a third reading. 

The Senate then adjourned. 
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Mr. PATTON said he had objected ye sterday 
|| to taking up one of the bills from the Senate, 00 
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|| its first and second reading, under an apprehet- 


the commissioners returned to the Secretary of the || six individuals and firms appeared, and verified || it 1 ‘ ° 
| sion that its friends intended then to discuss tt. 


Treasury, and acted upon by him before any ‘| their claims by the affidavits of the respective d i 
claim could be paid. The object of the first several || claimants, which affidavits were now before the | Having ascertained that that was not the case, 
amendments he had offered, was to permit the || Senate with the bill under-consideration. There | and, as it was only intended that the bill should 
commissioners to return to the Secretary the tes- || were claims exclusively for goods destroyed in |: be referred, he willingly withdrew his objection. 
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